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INVESTIGATION OF IMPROPER ACTIVITIES IN THE 
LABOR OR MANAGEMENT FIELD 


THURSDAY, DECEMBER 5, 1957 


Untrep States SENATE, 
SeLect CoMMITTEE ON Improper ACTIVITIES 
IN THE LaBor OR MANAGEMENT FIELD, 
Washington, D.C. 

The select committee convened at 2 p. m., pursuant to Senate Reso- 
lution 74, agreed to January 30, 1957, in the caucus room, Senate Office 
Building, Senator John L. McClellan (chairman of the select com- 
mittee) presiding. 

Members of the select committee present: Senator John L. Mc- 
Clellan, Democrat, Arkansas; Senator Carl T. Curtis, Republican, 
Nebraska. 

Also present: Robert F. Kennedy, chief counsel; LaVern J. Duffy 
investigator; James P. McShane, investigator; Ruth Y. Waitt, chief 
clerk. 

The CuHarrmMan. The committee will be in order. 

(Members of the committee present at the convening of the session : 
Senators McClellan and Curtis.) 

The Cuamman. Today the committee begins a new set of hearings, 
focused on the serious problem of organized violence. 

The committee is seeking information on the calculated and planned 
use of goon squads by the teamsters’ union and others in a broad area 
of the southern section of the United States to enforce demands against 
employers and to whip recalcitrant union members into line. 

Violence in labor-management relations is not new. We have had 
it with us throughout the history of the rise of organized labor in 
America. It has been used by management in fighting labor. These 
hearings, however, I am advised by the staff, will point up a shocking 
pattern of deliberate goon-squad violence focusing in the State of Ten- 
nessee, but crossing State lines into North Carolina, Ohio, Georgia, 
and Kentucky. One of the things of greatest concern to this com- 
mittee has been the effect of this goon-squad violence on various com- 
munities and States. 

Investigation by the staff of this committee indicates that the nucleus 
of the goon squad with which we are here concerned was made up of 
teamsters’ union officials with long police records. The staff’s investi- 
gation has uncovered 173 separate acts of violence during the period 
1953 to the present. Of particular interest to the committee are the 
following important facts: 

1. It appears that the violence was an organized operation. 

2. The so-called goon squad was used interstate. 
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3. Only 8 of the 173 acts of violence have been solved. 

4. Law-enforcement officials in certain instances failed to properly 
investigate those responsible for the violence. 

5. Top officials of the teamsters’ union have not made the slightest 
effort to rid the union of the hoodlum element who participated in the 
violence. 

This latter fact cannot be considered too surprising in view of the 
heavy infiltration of hoodlums and racketeers into the top echelon of 
the teamsters’ union as thus far brought out by testimony before this 
committee. 

The staff has learned that other unions apparently availed them- 
selves of the services of this goon squad, particularly the barbers’ 
union. This will also be a subject of interest by this committee. 

The use of violence is one of the most reprehensible forms of action 
in labor-management controversies. It is a matter which should be 
of deep concern to local authorities, to responsible leadership within 
the American labor movement, and to this committee which is charged 
with investigating improper activities in labor-management relations. 

The committee is deeply indebted to the Nashville Tennessean and 
to John Siegenthaler, of that newspaper, for the help and assistance 
they have rendered to the committee and to the staff during the 
course of our preliminary investigation. 

The Chair may say h ies not covered every aspect of labor-man- 
agement relations that may be gone into, and may be developed in 
this particular area during the course of these hearings. We will 
deal with those other factors as we proceed with the testimony. 

Senator Curtis, do you have any comment before proceed ? 

Senator Curtis. No, thank you, Mr. Chairman. I believe you have 
made a good statement that tells us what we can anticipate, and I have 
no statement to make. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Kennedy, you may proceed with your presen- 
tation. 

Mr. Kennepy. We just have two charts here, Mr. Chairman, that 
were made up through the efforts of Mr. Duffy and Mr. McShane, who 
conducted this investigation. 

The Cuarrman. Let both of you gentlemen be sworn. You will 
be asked questions as we go along and we might as well swear you at 
this time. 

Do you, each of you, solemnly swear that the evidence you shall give 
before this Senate select committee during this series of hearings shall 
be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you 
God? 

Mr. Dorry. I do. 

Mr. McSuanz. Ido. 


TESTIMONY OF LaVERN J. DUFFY AND JAMES P. McSHANE 


The Cuarrman. Mr. Duffy, state your name and your address, and 
ror place of business. 
My name is LaVern Joseph Duffy, and I reside at 123 
Canal Street S. E., and I am a staff member of enate Permanent In- 
vestigating Committee of the United States on temporary loan to the 
select committee. 
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The Cuatrman. Mr. McShane, state your name, and your address, 
and your business or occupation. 

Mr. McSuane. My name is James McShane, and I reside at 3844 
Bailey Avenue, in the Bronx, N. Y., and I am an investigator on the 
staff of this committee. 

The Cuarrman. Allright. Mr. Kennedy, proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, as you pointed out in your opening 
statement, there have been some 173 acts of violence in and around the 
State of Tennessee, and 3 or 4 other States, during the period of the 
past 3 or 4 years. This is the documentation on that statement which 
also points out and shows that of those 173 acts of violence, only 8 of 
them have been solved. I might say that the 173 figure is a conser- 
vative figure. Itisat least 173 acts of violence. 

Senator Curtis. How many of them had a thorough investigation by 
local law-enforcing officers, if only eight of them have been solved ? 

Mr. Kennepy. I think we will develop that as the hearings go on, 
and that it will indicate, Senator, that there was not an investi- 
gation or a thorough investigation in a great number of them. 

We will get into that this afternoon. 

For the benefit of the committee and the press, we have these on a 
mimeograph sheet, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuamman. They may be delivered to the ene 

Who prepared the charts that you have before you, Mr. Duffy? 
The title of one of them is, “173 Acts of Union Violence in a Five 
State Area, Involving Both Teamsters and Barbers Disputes, 1953 to 
the Present.” 

You have two charts before us. The second one is a continuation 
of the first one. 

Mr. Durry. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. So that the 2 exhibits before us now should be con- 
sidered as 1 exhibit ? 

Mr. Durry. That is correct, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. As I understand, Mr. Duffy, you have been con- 
ducting the preliminary investigation into this area, and into this 
subject matter ? 

Mr. Durry. Yes, Mr. Chairman. These charts were prepared un- 
der my direction. 

The Cuarrman. They were prepared under your supervision and 
at your direction ? 

Mr. Durry. That is correct. 

The Cuatrman. Then you are prepared to testify with respect to 
the accuracy of them ? 

Mr. Durry. That is correct, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Cuatrman. All right. Proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. One matter that was of interest to us was the num- 
ber of acts of violence that were committed. The second thing that 
was of interest to us is that it went far beyond just picket-line violence 
or a fight or dispute on a picket line. This was something that was 
far deeper, and I think Mr. Duffy, you might tell the committee gen- 
erally what you found as to how these acts of violence evolved. First 
you might tell us the attempt to organize and then what happened. 
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Senator Curtis. Before you go into that, I would like to ask over 
how wide an area did these occur? Are we talking about one 
locality ¢ 

Mr. Durry. We are talking about basically the locality around 
Nashville, Tenn. and Knoxville, Tenn. Two teamster locals are in- 
volved. That is local 327 and there is a footnote to that effect down 
here, local 327 is in Nashville, Tenn. The other local is 612, in Knox- 
ville, Tenn. 

Senator Curtis. Thank you. 

Mr. Durry. Also on the chart you will notice that there is local 
No. 35. That is the barbers local in Nashville. 

The Cuarrman. I think the Chair will order those charts printed 
in the record at this point so that those who read may follow them 
rather than making them an exhibit. They may be printed in the 
record as a part of the testimony. 

(The charts are as follows:) 
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Mr. Durry. I would like to explain the chart. 

On the far left hand corner we have the number of items, the 
number of acts of violence, starting with No. 1 and terminating on 
chart No. 2, with 173. Mr. Kennedy pointed out that we are getting 
continual reports of additional violence in this area and the chart is 
not completely up to date as of this moment. The number of acts is 
in excess of 173 at this point. 

In column No. 2 we have the type of violence involved. It runs 
the gamut from dynamiting to truck sabotage, to assault and _ bat- 
tery, arson, siruping up of trucks, breaking of windows, and shoot- 
ings on the highway particularly. 

he next column shows the victim involved. That could be the 
employer, the firm, and the name is inserted here, or if an assault took 
place, the name of the individual is listed. 

In the next column we have if the incident was reported to police 
officials. In most instances it was reported to police, and in some in- 
stances it was not. 

In the next column, the arrests that were made relating to each 
specific instance that is noted. You notice there were very few ar- 
rests made. Most of them were made at the instigation of the em- 
ployers themselves, and not by the local law-enforcement officials. 

In the column “Convictions,” the next column, it is very significant 
of the 173 acts of violence we have only 8 cases that were solved in a 
court of law. 

In the next column, we have the local involved. I might say at this 
pee that we have three locals involved, as I said before, local 327 in 

ashville, a teamsters local, and local 612, a teamsters local in Knox- 
ville, and a barbers union, local 35. Now, you notice across from the 
particular act of violence we have a local union number. That means 
specifically that the teamsters were attempting to organize the firm 
in column 2, or an employee of the firm that was assaulted in 
column 2. 

Across from that, we have supplemental data, additional facts re- 
lating to the specific act of violence. 

During the course of these hearings, we will have a number of 
witnesses who will testify first hand relative to the information on 
this particular chart. 

I would also like to make mention of the relationship between the 
teamsters local 327 and the barbers local 35. Earlier this year we 
had hearings in Scranton, showing that teamsters were used in the 
building trades, for picketing and also the teamster committed acts 
of violence for the building trades union in that area. Here we 
have instances of teamsters committing acts of violence for the bar- 
bers union in Nashville. 

I draw your attention specifically to item No. 91 and 92 on the 
chart. We have windows broken at barbershops in Nashville, and we 
have Perry Canaday, a teamsters union official currently holding that 
position in Nashville, breaking barbershop windows, along with Sam 
Peters, rank and file member of the teamsters in Nashville. 

They were arrested for breaking these two barbershop windows, 
on April 9, 1955. They were convicted. Both received 6-month 
sentences, and were fined $100 each. Now, you notice prior to this 
incident taking place, there are a number of window breakings in 
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Nashville with no convictions or no arrests. This is the first arrest 
relating to window breakings in that area. From the time of their 
arrests, and incidentally it states here that he was arrested on May 22, 
rather than April 9—this is the date that the incident was reported. 
Subsequent to that time, we have two instances of window breakings 
after this arrest. 

Immediately upon their conviction, they appealed their cases to the 
Supreme Court of Tennessee, and bond was made. They were out 
on bond. But during that period they were out on bond, we have 
additional window breakings, but they have decreased substantially 
in number. We have 1, 2, and 3 in 1956. On June 10, 1956, another 
window breaking at the Hunt’s Barber Shop in Nashville. 

It is very significant that the Supreme Court of Tennessee sus- 
tained the convictions of Mr. Peters and Mr. Cannady, in July of 
1956. During the remaining part of that year, while Mr. Canaday 
and Mr. Peters were incarcerated, there were no acts of violence re- 
lating to the barbers union in Nashville. It may be a pure coinci- 
dence, but nevertheless that is a fact. 

Now in January of 1957, Mr. Canaday, who, we feel, is one of the 
main individuals responsible for the violence in the Nashville area, 
as is indicated by this chart and other testimony to be developed 
during this hearing, was released from prison. Then we have addi- 
tional acts of violence relating to the barbers union. 

We have a dynamiting taking place at the Rutledge Barber Shop 
on May 31, 1957. We also have a window breaking here in 1957, re- 
lating to the barbers union. Then we have Mr. Canaday arrested 
again on September 22, 1957, for assault and battery, and that case 
was discovered within the last 3 weeks, although it occurred in Sep- 
tember. Mr. Seigenthaler of the Nashville Tennessean newspaper, 
who received a tip with reference to that incident, made available 
that information to us, and we secured a deposition from Mr. Draper, 
the party who was assaulted, naming Mr. Canaday as the assailant. 
That information was made available to the grand jury in Nashville, 
and Canaday was indicted this past Monday, December 2, 1957. 

Mr. Kennepy. I would like to go back, Mr. Duffy, as to how these 
acts of violence occurred in a labor-management dispute. Is there 
a general pattern that you found in the investigation ? 

Mr. Durry. Yes, there is. In most instances this violence flowed 
from organizational drives by the teamsters local either in Nashville, 
local 327, or the teamsters local 621 in Knoxville, or the barbers local 
35 in Nashville. These were organizational drives by those unions to 
gain new members. 

Now, during the course of a discussion between the employer and 
the union, the union would approach the employer and say to him, 
“We have a majority of your employees signed up who want to join 
the union.” The employer invariably requested an election. 

Very shortly thereafter, pickets would appear in front of the es- 
tablishment, and then the acts of violence that are indicated on these 
two charts took place. 

Mr. Kennepy. So that the teamsters’ union, these locals would go in 
to an employer, and say that they wanted to sign a contract, and the 
employer would say “We want an election,” and the teamsters’ union 
would refuse the election and put a picket line around the entire area, 
and then the acts of violence began to occur ? 
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Mr. Durry. We will have direct testimony on that during the course 
of these hearings. 

Mr. Krennepy. On these acts of violence, according to our records, 
as I understand it, there were some 10 dynamitings; is that right? 

Mr. Durry. That is correct. There were 10 dynamitings during this 
period. 

Mr. Kennepy. Thirty-five assaults ? 

Mr. Durry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And three arsons? 

Mr. Durry. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. And 24 different instances where either trucks were 
shot at or where the place of business of the employer was shot at, is 
that right ? 

Mr. Dourry. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And there were 33 different instances where trucks 
were siruped up—sirup was put in the gas tank of trucks? 

Mr. Durry. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Altogether, that involved in that 33 different in- 
stances, there were some 93 trucks ¢ 

Mr. Durry. That is a very conservative figure. 

Mr. Kennepy. There were about 93 trucks, and 33 different 
instances ? 

Mr. Dourry. Yes; actually siruped. 

Mr. Kennepy. In addition to that, there were 180 other trucks that 
were damaged in other manners ? 

Mr. Durry. That is correct. 

I would like to emphasize how we got this information, Mr. Chair- 
man. We received leads from various concerns in the Tennessee area 
that sabotage or damage had been done to their property, and we would 
contact the employer and check his record, and we came up with a 
- of the information from the actual files of the employers them- 
selves. 

Also we checked newspaper clippings and reports of violence that 
the Nashville Tennessean had in their files, and we checked leads out 
from those newspaper clippings and contacted employers. 

Mr. Kennepy. I understand you received cooperation from the 
other newspapers ? 

Mr. Durry. The Nashville Banner and the other newspapers. 

Mr. Kennepy. In Knoxville and in Chattanooga ? 

Mr. Durry. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. As I understand it, you have not placed on the chart 
or listed an incident of violence just because it was reported in a 
newspaper, but you have checked it out with the employer and with 
management so as to substantiate it ? 

Mr. Durry. We have checked every incident out, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. I do not discount the ingenuity of the press at all, 
but we like to check those things out and get confirmation. 

Mr. Durry. We used the newspaper clippings as leads. 

Mr. Kennepy. From your investigation and Mr. McShane’s inves- 
tigation, could you give the committee an estimate, conservative esti- 
mate as to the amount of damage that was caused and the amount of 
damage, physical damage, that was caused and the loss of business that 
occurred because of these various acts of violence ? 
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Mr. Durry. It is difficult to come to an estimate. I think, conserva- 
tively speaking, over $2 million would be a conservative figure. 

The Cuamman. The amount of damage to property ? 

Mr. Durry. And loss of profits the employers suffered as a result of 
these organizational drives by these unions. 

Mr. Kennepy. This type ¢ 

Mr. Durry. This type. 

The Cuatrman. Did you break it down as to what part of that over 
$2 million would be actual physical damage to property which could 
be ascertained ¢ 

Mr. Durry. Mr. Chairman, we will have some testimony directly on 
that during the course of these hearings. Perhaps it would be better 
to wait for the witnesses to testify on that. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. McShane, is there anything you have to add to 
what your colleague has said ? 

Mr. McSuane. No, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. Thank you. 

Call the first witness, Mr. Kennedy. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Pemberton. 

The CuarrmMan. You do solemnly swear that the evidence you shall 
give before this Senate select committee will be the truth, the whole 
truth, : and nothing but the truth, so help you God ¢ 

Mr. Pemperton. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF J. R. PEMBERTON 


The CuatrmMan. Please be seated. 

Will you state your name, your place of residence, and your business 
or occupation. 

Mr. Pempertron. J. R. Pemberton, Clinton, Tenn., secretary-treas- 
urer of Newman-Pemberton Trucking Co. 

The CuarrMan. Secretary-treasurer of what ? 

Mr. Pemberton. Newman-Pemberton Trucking Co. 

The CHairman. Mr. Pemberton, you are familiar, I assume, with 
the rules of the committee which permit you to have counsel present 
while you testify, if you desire, to advise you of your legal rights? 

Mr. Pemperton. Yes, sir. 

The CuairMan. You waive counsel ? 

Mr. Pemperron. Yes, sir. 

The CuHarrman. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Kennedy, proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. You are an official of your trucking company ? 

Mr. Pemberton. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You are one of the founders of the company ? 

Mr. Pemberton. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You own it with Mr. Newman; is that right? 

Mr. Pemberton. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Your company operates in about 10 States? 

Mr. Pemperton. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You have approximately 55 different trailers; is 
that right ? 

Mr. Pemperton. About 60 trailers. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you operate in 10 States? 
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Mr. Pemperton. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You have been operating since what time? 

Mr. Pemperton. 1948. 

Mr. Kennepy. Your headquarters are where? 

Mr. Pemperton. Knoxville. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now in 1956 was there an effort made by the team- 
sters’ union to organize your employees ? 

Mr. Pemperton. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. When did that occur ? 

Mr. Pemperron. The latter part of May. 

Mr. Kennepy. Latter part of May 1956? 

Mr. Pemperton. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You were approached by whom ? 

Mr. Pemperton. By the teamsters local 621. 

Mr. Kennepy. Local 621. 

Mr. Pemperton. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who approached you from that local? Who did 
you have the conversation with ? 

Mr. Pemberton. Mr. Reynolds? 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. William Reynolds? 

Mr. Pemperton. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. His position was president of that local ? 

Mr. Pemperrton. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Whoelse was there? 

Mr. Pemperton. Mr. Payne. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Hubert L. Payne? 

Mr. Pemperron. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. He was another teamster official of 621 ? 

Mr. Pemperton. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. They said they wanted to sign a contract with you? 

Mr. Pemberton. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did they say they had your employees signed up? 

Mr. Pemberton. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. What statement did you make to them at that time? 

Mr. Pemberton. Well, we asked them for an election. They only 
wanted to represent a certain unit of drivers. 

Mr. Kennepy. They wanted to represent just a unit. You said you 
wanted an election of all your drivers, is that right ? 

Mr. Pemperton. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. What unit did they want to represent ? 

Mr. Pemeerton. The long-haul drivers. 

Mr. Kennepy. Over-the-road drivers ? 

Mr. Pemperton. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You said you wanted an election, is that right? 

Mr. Pemperton. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. What occurred then ? 

Mr. Pemperton. They refused to give us an election. They said 
they wouldn’t have an election. So we petitioned the National Labor 
Relations Board for an election. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did the National Labor Relations Board hold? 

Mr. Pemperton. Pardon me? 

Mr. Kennepy. What did the National Labor Relations Board hold? 
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Mr. Pemperton. They did not come in right away. After the 
time we petitioned them for an election the union filed several unfair 
labor practice charges. 

Mr. Kennepy. Against you? 

Mr. Pemperton. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. How did the National Labor Relations Board hold 
on those charges against you ¢ 

Mr. Pempertron. They were all dismissed. 

Mr. Kennepy. But just at the time that there would be a deter- 
mination that an election should be held, then the union filed an unfair 
labor practice against you ? 

Mr. Pemperton. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And that delayed the time of the election, is that 
right ? 

Mr. Pemeerron. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. During this period of time were there any acts of 
violence against your company ? 

Mr. Pemperton. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. When did they begin? 

Mr. Pemperton. They began shortly after the strike. 

Mr. Kennepy. Your teamsters put a picket line out in front of your 
company ¢ 

Mr. PEMBERTON. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. Were your men on strike? 

Mr. Pemperton. They were on strike June 16. 

The Cuarrman. Your employees? 

Mr. Pemperton. Yes, sir; part of the employees. 

The Cuarrman. What percentage? 

Mr. Pemperron. I veut say about 50 percent of them. 

The Cuarrman. Just about half. 

Mr. Pemperton. Yes, sir. 

Senator Curtis. Did you ever hold this election? 

Mr. Pemsperton. No, sir. 

Senator Curtis. Never did? 

Mr. Pemperton. No, sir. 

Senstor Curtis. What did the National Labor Board do with your 
request ¢ 

{r. Pemperton. By the time they came in and filed an election 
date, the union filed a disclaimer of interest in our drivers. 

The Cuatrman. They did what? 

Senator Curtis. The union filed a disclaimer. 

Mr. Pemperton. Yes, sir. Disclaimed any further interest in this 
unit of drivers. 

The Cuarrman. You mean after the election had been ordered by 
the NLRB? 

Mr. Pemperton. An election had not been ordered. But we thought 

it was time they were setting one up. 

The Cuarrman. In other words, you had petitioned for an election ? 

Mr. Pemperton. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And you were anticipating a decision on your re- 
quest for an election ? 

Mr. Pemperton. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And the union did what? 

Mr. Pemperton. Filed a disclaimer. 
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Senator Curris. In other words, did that amount to giving up 
efforts to organize you? 

Mr. Pemperton. Yes, sir; they quit. 

Senator Curtis. How many employees did you have that would be 
involved ? 

Mr. Pemperton. I would say approximately 25. 

Senator Curtis. How large a local union is 621? 

Mr. Pemeerton. I don’t know how large. 

Senator Curtis. In numbers. 

Mr. Pemperton. I don’t know. 

Senator Curtis. Is it a big union? 

Mr. Pemperton. Is is a fair size. I don’t know how many mem- 
bers. I would say a thousand, 1,500 members. 

Senator Curtis. Then these acts of violence occurred after they ad- 
mitted before the National Labor Relations Board they were not in- 
terested in organizing you? 

Mr. Pemperton. Yes, sir. That occurred before. 

Senator Curtis. Which came first ? 

Mr. Pemperton. The acts of violence came first. 

Senator Curtis. Were there any acts of violence after ? 

Mr. Pemperton. No, sir. 

Senator Curtis. How much time elapsed from the time you asked 
the National Labor Relations Board for an election until they filed 
this disclaimer ? 

Mr. Pemperton. About 3 months. 

Senator Curtis. How many employees did you say you had ? 

Mr. Pemperton. Twenty-five. 

Senator Curtis. I wonder if anybody on the staff can tell me 
whether or not the law requires that an election be held up just be- 
cause somebody files a charge of unfair labor practices. I wonder 
what that has to do with it. Either the union represents people in 
there or they don’t. 

Mr. Kennepy. That causes a delay. 

Senator Curtis. I know it does, but is it required by the statute? 

Mr. Kennepy. I think on the grounds that an unfair labor practice 
has been committed, the National Labor Relations Board holds that 
they should wait until that is settled before the election is held because 
otherwise the election might be unfair. 

Senator Curtis. My observation is that the National Labor Re- 
lations Board waits until it is too late before they ever move. 

The Cuarrman. I understand that whenever there is a request for 
election and then if unfair labor practice charges are filed the Board 
undertakes to dispose of the unfair labor practices prior to ordering the 
election. Is that the general procedure? That is correct as you 
understand it ? 

Mr. Pemperton. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Am I correct? 

Mr. Kennepy. I believe so. 

Senator Curtis. I know they do it but I wondered why. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, you say a picket line was placed around your 
business; is that right ? r 

Mr. Pemsrrton. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. In which some of your employees participated ? 

Mr. Pemperton. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Did any acts of violence occur in connection with 
any of — other depots or in connection with your trucks? 

Mr. Pemperton. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Will you tell us what the first one was? 

Mr. Pemperton. The first one was we had the——— 

Mr. Kennepy. You have to speak up. 

Mr. Pemperton. We had 76 tires cut and punctured in the Cin- 
cinnati terminal. 

Mr. Kennepy. Cincinnati, Ohio, is your terminal ? 

Mr. Pemperton. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. What was the damage that occurred there ? 

Mr. Pemperton. Approximately $4,000. 

Mr. Kennepy. When did that occur? Do you have some papers 
there ¢ 

Mr. Pemperton. That occurred August 4, 1956. 

Mr. Kennepy. On August 4, 1956. 

Mr. Pemberton. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. That was shortly after you had first been approached, 
which was in June 1956, is that right, by the teamsters ? 

Mr. Pemperton. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. May I ask one question at this point? 

Did representatives of the union ever present to you a signed peti- 
tion or a signed card, a declaration of a majority of your employees 
that they w: anted a union or wanted to join a union ? 

Mr. Pemperton. No, sir. 

The Cuairman. They have never presented such evidence to you? 

Mr. Pemperron. No, sir. 

The Carman. They only made the claim that they had a majority ? 

Mr. Pempertron. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. When you requested an election ? 

Mr. Pemperton. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Did you believe they had a majority ? 

Mr. Pemeerton. No, sir; they did not. 

The Cuatrman. In fact, did you know they did not have? 

Mr. Pemberton. No, sir; I did not know. 

The Cuarrman. You believe they did not have ? 

Mr. Pemperton. Yes, sir. 

The CHatrmMan. They have never to this date presented you with 
any evidence of the fact that they had a majority of your employees 
signed up other than their statement to you? 

Mr. Pemperton. No, sir; they haven’t. 

Mr. Kennepy. So in August of 1956 this first act of violence oc- 
curred with the slashing of some 76 tires in your depots in Cincinnati, 
Ohio? 

Mr. Pemperton. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. During this period of time did you start receiving 
threatening telephone calls at your home? 

Mr. Pemperton. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Will you tell us about that? 

Mr. Pemeperton. Well, some of the calls they would ring the phone 
and breath in the phone and wouldn’t say anything. Other times 
they threatened to bring me in on a slab. 

Mr. Kennepy. How often did those telephone calls come ? 
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Mr. Pemperton. I would say 3 or 4 a week. 

Mr. Krennepy. At what time did they occur? 

Mr. Pemeerton. Usually between midnight and morning. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were there any telephone calls to any members of 
your family ? 

Mr. Pemperton. Yes, sir; my wife received numerous calls. 

Senator Curtis. Was there anything about those calls that would 
indicate as to who was making them ? 

Mr. Pemperton. Yes, sir. They would tell my wife if she didn’t 
stop me from trying to operate that they would dynamite, she was 
liable to get blown out of bed some night, or different things like that. 

Senator Curtis. In other words, even though you could not iden- 
tify any voice it would occur in such a way that you would know that 
it was tied in with your union difficulties, with your trucking con- 
cern ? 

Mr. Pemperton. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. So your wife was told you would be brought home 
on a slab or that her home would be dynamited ? 

Mr. Pemperton. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. And at other times telephone calls would come in 
the middle of the night and someone would just breathe into the tele- 

hone? 

Mr. Pemperton. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then acts of violence began to occur, first with the 
slashing of the tires in Cincinnati. Now what was the second inci- 
dent ? 

Mr. Pemperton. We had two acts of violence before that, one act 
of violence before that. We had one truck run off the road and 
wrecked. 

Mr. Kennepy. Where did that occur ? 

Mr. Pemperton. In Lexington, Ky. That was some time in July. 

Mr. Kennepy. They ran one of your trucks off the road, is that 
right ? 

Mr. Pemperron. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. What happened after that, what occurred ? 

Mr. Pemperton. Well, on the way in, bringing that wrecked truck 
in with our wrecker, apparently the same guy tried to run the 
wrecker off the road. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was anybody arrested in connection with that? 

Mr. Pemperton. No, sir. 

The CHarmman. Was the party identified who was driving the 
other car ? 

Mr. Pemserton. No, sir; we were never able to identify him. 

The Cuatrman. Was it reported to local officials ? 

Mr. Pemserton. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Did it occur in the daytime or night? 

Mr. Pemperton. At night. , 

The Cuarrman. At night. 

Mr. Pemperton. Yes, sir; they had their lights disconnected on 
their license plates. That was the reason we were unable to obtain 
the license number. 

Mr. Kennepy. So they ran your truck off the side of the road and 
when the wrecker came to pick the truck up and bring it in to town 
they came back and tried to run the wrecker off ? 
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Mr. Pemperton. Yes, sir. . 

Mr. Kennepy. What was the next thing that occurred ? 

Mr. Pemperton. The next one, about August 1, 1956, we had a 


truck fired upon. 
Mr 
Mr 
Mr 
Mr 
Mr 
Mr 


. PEMBERTON 
. PEMBERTON 


. PEMBERTON 


Mr. Kennepy. Then what happened ? 


is that right? 
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The CHAIRMAN. 
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The CHAIRMAN. 
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The CHAIRMAN 
stances ? 
Mr. PEMBERTON 


Senator Curtis. 
Mr. Pemperton. That happened a 


. Kennepy. Who was the driver of that truck ? 


. Roy Byrd. 


. Kennepy. How do you spell his name? 


. B-y-r-d. 


. Kennepy. Nothing happened to him personally ? 


. No, sir. 
He was the company driver, 


. Yes, sir. 
You say he was fired on. 
. Pardon? 
Was the truck hit ? 
. Yes, sir. They shot two tires down on the trailer. 
That stopped the truck ? 
. No, sir. It did not stop it right then. 
. It did not stop that Sales under those circum- 


Was the truck hit? 


. No, sir. 
Where did that happen ? 
ut 5 or 10 miles south of 


Georgeville, Tenn. 
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What county is that in? 

Campbell, Ky. 

Is that the county that Knoxville is in? 

No, sir. 

Was that reported ? 

Yes, sir. 

To whom was it reported ? 

To the State highway patrol. 

At what point ? 

La Follette, Tenn. 

By whom ? 

I believe by Mr. Byrd. 

How soon after it happened was it reported ? 
I would say that night, the same night it hap- 


Reported to the State highway patrol ? 
Yes, sir. 
What did they do about it? 
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Mr. Pemperton. I don’t know what they done about it. We never 
heard any more of it. 
Senator Curtis. Did the highway patrol ever come back and re- 


check Mr. Byrd’s 
know of ? 
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story or make any further investigation that you 


. Not that I know of. 
That is all. 


Mr. Kennepy. What happened after that? 


Mr. PemMperton 


. Around August 4 is when we had the tires were 


slashed in Cincinnati. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Then what occurred ? 

Mr. Pemperton. Around August 9 Mr. Byrd was shot through the 
shoulder from ambush. 

The CuatrmMan. The same driver ? 

Mr. Pemperton. Yes, sir; between Jellico and La Follette, Tenn. 

Mr. Kennepy. He was shot coming up a hill? 

Mr. Pemperton. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was he very critically injured ? 

Mr. Pemperron. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. He went to a hospital ? 

Mr. Pemperton. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. What was he shot with ? 

Mr. Pemperton. He was shot with a rifle. 

Mr. Kennepy. The truck was ambushed at the top of the hill. 

Mr. Pemperton. Yes, sir. The truck was hit 12 or 15 times with 
bullets. 

Senator Curtis. That happened in Campbell County ? 

Mr. Pemperton. Yes, sir. 

Senator Curtis. To whom was that reported ? 

Mr. Pemperton. The State highway patrol and county authorities. 

Senator Curtis. Were there any arrests / 

Mr. Pemperton. No, sir; not that I know of. 

Senator Curtis. Was there anything that came to your attention 
to indicate an investigation was made ? 

Mr. Pemperron. Pardon? 

Senator Curtis. Was an investigation made by the sheriff or the 
highway patrol ? 

Mr. Pemperron. Yes, sir. 

Senator Curtis. What did they do? 

Mr. Pemperton. We have never heard any more of that. I don’t 
know what they have done. 

Senator Curtis. They said they made an investigation ? 

Mr. Pemperton. Yes, sir. 

Senator Curtis. Did they do anything that came to your know]- 
edge? Did they have lengthy interviews with the victim? Did they 
make measurements on the highway? Did they interview the people 
who live near that point? Do you know about any of these things 
being done of your own knowledge? 

Mr. Pemperron. Yes, sir; I do know they talked with the victim. 
I don’t know about the people around in that vicinity. I don’t know 
whether they checked with them or not. 

Senator Curtis. Now, did the patrol do it or the sheriff’s office ? 

Mr. Pemperton. I think both agencies were out, the patrol and the 
sheriff. 

Senator Curtis. Do you happen to know—and I don’t care for a 
technical answer—do you happen to know in Tennessee whether the 
highway patrol’s law enforcement is confined pretty much to traffic 
matters or do they take jurisdiction of such things as a shooting with 
probable intent to kill on the highways? 

The CrarrmMan. Do you know whether Mr. Byrd had ever been 
threatened himself or had these warning telephone calls or threaten- 
ing calls prior to the time he was shot ? 

Mr. Pemperton. No, sir; I do not. 
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The CuatrMan. He did not report such incidents to you ? 

Mr. Pemperton. Not to me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, Mr. Byrd will be the next witness, 
and can throw some light on that incident. 

Then he was shot at on August 9 and hit on that date. 

Now, what occurred after that ? 

Mr. Pemperton. On or about September 2 we had a dynamiting at 
Bush Bros. & Co. canning plant. 

Mr. Kennepy. Bush Bros. ,is that right? 

Mr. Pemeerrton. Yes, sir; Bush Bros. & Co., canneries, at Chest- 
nut Hill, Tenn. That is where we keep some of our equipment located. 

Mr. Kennepy. You do their trucking ? 

Mr. Pemperron. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. There was dynamiting that took place there ? 

Mr. Pemberton. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. How much damage was done ? 

Mr. PEMBERTON. Approximately. $25,000. 

Mr. Kennepy. In addition to the $25, 000 worth of damage did you 
find some other dynamite sticks that did not go off ? 

Mr. Pemperron. Yes, sir; we found 57 sticks that did not go off. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you have some pictures there of the damage that 
occurred and of the dynamite ? 

Mr. Pempertron. Yes, sir; I do have. 

The CuatrmMan. Let the record show that the witness presents to 
the committee a series of three pictures which will be made exhibit 
No. 1-A, Band C. They can be marked accordingly. 

The photographs referred to were marked “Exhibits 1- A, 1-B, 
and 1-C” for reference and may be found in the files of the select 
committee. ) 

The Cuatrman. I hold in front of you 1 picture, 1 of the 3 pic- 
tures you have presented. Can you see from where you are and de- 
scribe or identify this picture and tell us about the damage that was 
caused ? 

Mr. Pemperron. Yes, sir. That is one of the tractors that received 
the most damage. That tractor belongs to Bush Bros. Canning Co. 

The Cuairman. That was not your tractor but was property of the 
company which you served ? 

Mr. Pemperton. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. How much damage was done to this tractor ? 

Mr. Pemperron. It wasa complete loss. It amounted to $14,500. 

The Cuatrman. You mean for this one tractor alone it was a com- 
plete loss to the amount of about $14,500 ? 

Mr. Pemperton. Yes, sir. 

The Carman. Let this one be made exhibit 1—A. 

[ hold another picture in front of you which you have presented. 
Can you identify this picture ? 

Mr. Pemperron. Yes, sir. This is the same tractor with the trailer. 
Now, the trailer was beyond repair because of the rivets. It stretched 
the metal and could not be rep: ured. 

The CuatrmMan. So no only the tractor but the trailer was a com- 
plete loss ? 

Mr. Pemperton. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. That is included in the $14,500 ? 
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Mr. Pemperton. No, sir. That is not included. That is in addi- 
tion to the tractor. 

The Cuarrman. That is in addition. 

How much additional loss then is represented by this picture ? 

Mr. Pemperton. I would say approximately $3,000. 

The CuHarrman. This picture may be made exhibit 1—B. 

Now I present to you another picture, the last of the series of three 
which you have presented. What does that picture represent ? 

Mr. Pemserton. That is a picture of the dynamite that did not 
explode because of a faulty fuse. That was under four of my trailers, 
the Newman and Pemberton trailers. 

The Cuarmman. In other words, this dynamite shown here in the 
picture, these sticks of dynamite had been placed under four of the 
trucks and trailers owned by you or your company ? 

Mr. Pemperton. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And they did not go off ? 

Mr. Pemperton. No, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Had the fuse been lit ? 

Mr. Pemperton. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. But they did not gooff. Why? 

Mr. Pemperton. Because of a faulty fuse is the reason they did not 
go off. The fuse did go out, it burned down some but not enough to 
ignite it. 

The Cuarrman. Thus by reason of the faulty fuse you were saved 
approximately how much damage? 

‘ Mr. Pemperron. Well, four trailers, I would say approximately 
15,000. 

The Cuarrman. Approximately $15,000. I understand this dyna- 
mite was under just the trailers and not under the trucks or tractors. 

Mr. Pemeerton. That is right. It was located near a warehouse 
where there was 40 or 50 people working. It might have caused some 
injuries to them. 

The Cuarrman. This may be made exhibit 1-C. 

Senator Curtis. Was anybody arrested in connection with that ? 

Mr. Pemperton. No, sir; not that I know of. 

Senator Curtis. To whom was that reported ? 

Mr. Pemperton. That was reported to the county sheriff, the State 
highway patrol, and I understand the Tennessee Bureau of Investiga- 
tion worked on it a while. 

Senator Curtis. All in Knoxville? 

Mr. Pemperton. No,sir. In Jefferson County, Tenn. 

Senator Curtis. This did not happen in Knoxville? 

Mr. Pemperton. No, sir. 

Senator Curtis. What is the county seat of Jefferson County ? 

Mr. Pemperton. Dandridge. 

Senator Curtis. Dandridge? 

Mr. Pemperton. I believe that is right, Dandridge. 

Senator Curtis. Now, was there a thorough investigation ? 

Mr. Pemperton. Yes, sir; to the best of my knowledge. 

. Senator Curtis. Did they ever find out where the dynamite came 
rom ¢ 

Mr. Pemserton. No, sir; not that I know of. 
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Senator Curtis. Now you had a good idea who was doing all this, 
did you not ? 

Mr. Pemperton. Well 

Senator Curtis. Or what group was instigating it. I will put it 
that way. 

Mr. Pemberton. Yes, sir. 

Senator Curtis. Of that group that were instigating it, how many 
people made up that group? Do you know that? 

Mr. Pemperron. | don’t know. 

Senator Curtis. You could not give us an estimate of how many 
union organizers and associates and accomplices were involved in all 
this reign of terror that went on for these weeks ? 

Mr. Pempertron. No, sir; I don’t know how many. I only knew a 
few of them. 

Senator Curris. Would you guess it was more than 25 ? 

Mr. Pemerrron. I don’t know. I would say it was probably 25. 

Senator Curtis. All in all, how much property did you lose by 
reason of violence, that which you have testified about and that which 
you are going to later testify about ? 

Mr. Pemperron. $41,000, approximately. 

Senator Curtis. Is that covered by insurance ? 

Mr. Pemperron. No, sir. 

Senator Curtis. Insurance of that type is quite expensive, is that 
right ? 

Mr. Pemperron. Yes, sir. 

Senator Curtis. So it was a complete loss to you ? 

Mr. Pemperton. Yes, sir. 

Senator Curtis. How much of that $41,000 loss—now, that is yours, 
that does not include the other. 

Mr. Pemberton. That includes the other property. That includes 
what happened to the Bush Bros. Co., too. 

Senator Curtis. But it does not include loss of business ? 

Mr. Pemberton. No, sir; it does not include that. 

Senator Curtis. How much would that amount to ? 

Mr. Pemberton. We estimate that at $175,000 gross loss. 

Senator Curtis. For the loss of business ? 

Mr. Pemberton. Yes, sir. 

Senator Curtis. So this violence damaged you as much as $210,000 
or $215,000. 

Mr. PemBerton. Yes, sir. 

Senator Curtis. Roughly how much of that $210,000 or so damage 
took place after you asked the National Labor Relations Board for an 
election and the time the union filed that disclaimer ? 

Mr. Pemperton. All of it. 

Senator Curtis. All of it ? 

Mr. Pemberton. Yes, sir. 

Well, there was about a week 

Senator Curtis. Was there any effort made to get you to withdraw 
your petition for an election during that time ? 

Mr. Pemperton. No, sir. 

Senator Curtis. But the union objected to the petition, of course? 

Mr. Pemperton. Yes, sir. 

Senator Curtis. They did not want you to file it ? 
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Mr. Pemberton. No, sir. 

Senator Curtis. Did they ask you to withdraw it at any time? 

Mr. Pemperton. No, sir; they did not, not to my knowledge. I 
don’t think they did. 

Senator Curtis. That is all. 

Mr. Kennepy. However, they did indicate to you that they would 
never permit an election ; did they not ? 

Mr. Pemperton. Yes, sir; they did. 

Mr. Kennepy. In answer to Senator Curtis about the fact that 
this investigation of these bombings was thorough, as I understand 
it, it was the Tennessee Bureau of Investigation that was brought in ? 

Mr. Pemperton. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you learn that they made a complete and thor- 
ough investigation ? 

Mr. Pemperton. I never did learn exactly. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you learn to the contrary that they had been 
called off in the middle of the investigation ? 

Mr. Pemperton. Yes, sir; they told us that they had been called in. 

Mr. Kennepy. So it was not a thorough investigation; was it 

Mr. Pemperton. No, sir. 

Senator Curtis. Who called them off ? 

Mr. Pemperton. I don’t know. It was just hearsay. 

Senator Curtis. Who told you that they were called off ? 

Mr. Pempertron. There was someone I believe in the sheriff’s office 
of Jefferson County that told me. 

Senator Curtis. Were they referring to the Tennessee Bureau of 
Investigation and the sheriff’s office, or which one had been called off ? 

Mr. Pemperton. The Tennessee Bureau of Investigation. 

Senator Curtis. Did any one in the Tennessee Bureau of Investi- 
gation tell you that ? 

Mr. Pemperton. No, sir. 

Senator Curtis. Did they ever make a report ? 

Mr. Pemberton. Not that we could find. 

Senator Curtis. Did they make any investigation to your know]- 
edge after this report was out that they had been called off ? 

Mr. Pemperton. Not that I know of. 

Senator Curtis. Who controls the Tennessee Bureau of Investi- 
gation ¢ 

Mr. Pemperton. I imagine the Governor; I don’t know. 

Senator Curtis. But it isa State authority ? 

Mr. Pemperton. Yes, sir. 

Senator Curtis. That is all. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did any other damage occur to any of your trucks 
other than the ones you related ? 

Mr. Pemperton. Yes, sir. We later, around September 8, we had 
another truck dynamited. That was on our lot in Knoxville, Tenn. 

Mr. Kennepy. How much was the damage for that ? 

Mr. Pemperton. About $1,500. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you have a picture of that also? 

Mr. Pemperton. Yes, sir, I do have. 

Mr. Kennepy. That was another dynamiting ? 

Mr. Pemperton. Yes, sir. 
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The CuairmMan. That picture may be made exhibit No. 2. 

(Document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 2” for reference 
and may be found in the files of the select committee. ) 

The Cuarrman. The pictures as exhibits will be for reference only. 

Mr. Kennepy. I might say here that there will be a slight incon- 
sistency between this witness’ testimony and the chart, and that is due 
to the fact that when we first talked to the witness, he was not as 
definite as to the details as he is at the present time. Is that not 
correct ? 

Mr. Pemeerton. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. And the dates that he gave us and the estimate of 
loss have been verified by him since that time and therefore his testi- 
mony is more accurate and more complete. He puts in some events 
that we do not have on the charts and some dates are changed slightly 
but otherwise it is correct. , 

The Cuatrman. The damage is greater according to your testimony 
than listed on the chart ? 

Mr. Pemperton. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. He has put in a number of different incidents, Mr. 
Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Comparing the charts with your testimony, that can 
be determined. But just for passing information, that is correct, is 
it not ? 

Mr. Kennepy. That is correct. 

Now, you said that the dynamiting of this other truck was con- 
cerned. What about the siruping of your trucks? Did that occur? 

Mr. Pemperton. . Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. When did that happen? 

Mr. Pemeerton. We don’t know exactly when it happened, but dur- 
ing the strike we had 17 or 18 trucks, that is between June 16 and to 
about the 1st of October, we had 17 or 18 trucks siruped. 

Mr. Kennepy. What does that mean ? 

Mr. Pemeerton. They pour sirup in the crankcase in the motors, 
and when you start these engines and they get warm, they lock up. 
All of the bearings and everything locks in them, and it completely 
ruins the engine. 

Mr. Kennepy. What was the loss on the siruping of your trucks? 

Mr. Pemberton. We caught part of them. We figure we had about 
$4,500 loss. 

Mr. Kennepy. How many did you catch? 

Mr. Pempertron. There was 3 motors ruined, and 4 or 5 others that 
we didn’t ruin completely at that time. But they did go back later. 

Mr. Kennepy. They were damaged; is that right ? 

Mr. Pemperton. Yes, sir. 

Then we had about 10 or 12 that we were able to flush out and clean 
up before we started them, and we saved those engines. 

Mr. Kennepy. One of those trucks, the siruping occurred in Atlanta, 
Ga. ; is that correct ? 

Mr. Pemperton. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And the rest were in Tennessee and various other 
areas in Tennessee ? 

Mr. Pemperton. That is correct. 

Senator Curtis. Did you ever find any cans or barrels or kegs that 
this sirup was in ? 
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Mr. Pemperton. Yes, sir, they found a can in Atlanta that the 
sirup was used out of. 

Senator Curtis. In Tennessee, did they ever find any containers? 

Mr. Pemperton. No, sir. 

Senator Curtis. Were there ever any arrests made for that ? 

Mr. Pemperton. Not that I know of. 

Senator Curtis. It was reported / 

Mr. Pemperton. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. To go back to your loss of business that you re- 
ferred to, this first picture that I believe, or the first exhibit, where that 
truck was completely destroyed, you said it belonged to the company 
you served ? 

Mr. Pemperton. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Did you lose the business of that company by reason 
of this violence ? 

Mr. Pemberton. No, sir. During the strike, we did lose part of 
their business, but we later regained it after the strike. 

Mr. Kennepy. As you have pointed out before, you were handling 
the business of Bush Bros.; is that right ¢ 

Mr. Pemperton. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did anything else occur to any of their trucks other 
than this dynamitin 

Mr. PEMBERTON. Fes, sir. There was 1 of their trucks, or 2 of their 
trucks stopped by 1 of our strikers near Williamsburg, Ky. 

Mr. Kennepy. And what happened then ? 

Mr. Pemperton. They were turned around and told they couldn’t 
go on with that frei —- 

The Cuarrman. Were they on a public highway ? 

Mr. Pemperton. Yes, sir; they were pulled off by a gunboy off the 
highway and turned around and told to go back. 

he CuarrmMan. There were a number of armed men; were there 
not ? 

Mr. Pemberton. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And they had guns out? 

Mr. PemsBerton. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. And they made them turn around and go back ? 

Mr. PemsBerton. Yes, sir. 

The CuHatmrmMan. Was he able to identify—driver of the truck—able 
to identify any of these men ? 

Mr. Pemberton. Yes, sir, one of the men. 

The Cuairman. Who did he identify ¢ 

Mr. Pemberton. Clarence Oaks. 

The Cuatrman, And he was a teamster official in Kentucky ? 

Mr. Pemperton. No, sir; he was one of our strikers. 

The Cuarrman. One of the strikers from your company ? 

Mr. Pemperron. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Was he prosecuted ? 

Mr. Pemperton. Yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. And what did they find? 

Mr. Pemperton. He was acquitted. 

The Cuarrman. Do you know who paid the legal fees for that per- 
son, for Oaks ? 

Mr. Pemperton. No, sir. 
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The Cuartrman. You don’t know whether it was the local in Knox- 
ville, Tenn. ¢ 

Mr. Pemberton. No, sir. 

The CuarrMan. He is still working for you? 

Mr. Pemeerron. He later came back, but then he quit. He is not 
with us at the present time. 

The Cuarrman. Was that under orders of the NLRB? 

Mr. Pemperton. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did anything further occur ? 

Mr. Pemperton. Well, on or about August 27, the repair shop where 
we have our work done—not owned by us, but they do all of our major 
repair—is was burned. We had a truck in that shop at the time. 

Mr. Kennepy. What is that? 

Mr. Pemperron. We had a truck in the shop at the time it was 
burned. 

Mr. Kennepy. How much damage occurred in that ? 

Mr. Pemperton. Well, the damage to our truck was approximately 
$850, and the damage to the shop was $1,050, and there was another 
truck belonging to the Three Musketeers Products Co., damaged 
$1,839. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was anybody arrested in connection with that? 

Mr. Pemperton. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. There were no prosecutions ¢ 

Mr. Pemperton. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. It was reported to the police, however ? 

Mr. PempBertron. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was there anything else? 

The CHarrman. Was there anything in connection with that to 
indicate arson, or was it just an unexplainable fire ? 

Mr. Pemperton. Well, about a week before that we had a truck 
in that shop, and there was sirup put in the engines while it was sitting 
in that yard, in their yard, and the building caught fire from the out- 
side of the building and apparently from the outside. 

The Cuamman. There were circumstances or evidence indicating 
that it was an act of arson ? 

Mr. Pemberton. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Finally, there was another shooting; is that right? 

Mr. Pemperron. Yes, sir. About October 1, near Caryville, Tenn., 
we had another truck shot at. 

Mr. Kennepy. What damage occurred in that ? 

Mr. Pemperton. They shot a hole in the motor, and one in the 
radiator, and both front tires and rims were ruined. There were 
several shots hit the truck. 

Mr. Kennepy. Where was that ? 

Mr. Pemperton. In Caryville, Tenn. 

Mr. Kennepy. What was the damage? 

Mr. Pempberton. Approximately $600. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was that reported to the police? 

Mr. Pemberton. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were any arrests made in connection with that? 

Mr. Pemperron. Not that I know of. 

Mr. Kennepy. During this whole period of time, you and your wife 
were receiving these threatening phone calls; is that right ? 

Mr. Pemperron. Yes, sir. 
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The Cuamman. Are you organized yet? 

Mr. Pemberton. No, sir; they disclaimed interest in our company. 

The Cuatrrman. When did the violence stop with respect to the time 
of the disclaimer of interest ? 

Mr. Pemperton. It stopped at that time, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. You have had none since the disclaimer of interest ? 

Mr. Pemperton. No, sir. 

The Cuarrman. You had none before they undertook to organize? 

Mr. Pemeperton. No, sir. 

The Cyarrman. All of the violence to which you have testified 
occurred during the period of their attempt to organize your 25 
employees ? 

Mr. Pemperton. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. So altogether you had about a dozen acts of violence 
against you and your employ ees ; is that right? 

“Mr. PEMBERTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Including 3 shootings, several arsons, 2 dynamitings, 
and a slashing of tires; is th: at right ? 

Mr. Pemperton. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And it occurred in Kentucky, Georgia, Tennessee, 
and Ohio? 

Mr. Pemperton. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Is there anything further ? 

Senator Curtis. No; I think not. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is all. 

The Cuatrrman. Thank you very much. Call your next witness. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Roy Byrd. 

The Cuatrman. Do you solemnly swear that the evidence you shall 
give before this Senate select committee shall be the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 


Mr. Byrn. I do. 


? 


TESTIMONY OF ROY BYRD 


The Cuarrman. State your name, your place of residence, and your 
business or occupation. 

Mr. Byrp. My name is Roy Byrd. I live in Cincinnati, Ohio, and 
I work for Newman Pemberton Corp. ; terminal manager. 

The Cuamman. How long have you been their e mploy ee? 

Mr. Byrp. Approximately 5 years. 

The Cuarrman. You are advised of course that you have the right 
to counsel while you testify, if you so desire. 

Mr. Byrp. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. You waive counsel ? 

Mr. Byrp. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. You are terminal manager of the Newman Pember- 
ton Corp. in Cincinnati, Ohio? 

Mr. Byrn. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. How long have you held that position ? 

Mr. Byrp. Approximately 3 years. 

Mr. Kennepy. And prior to that time you were a truck driver? 

Mr. Byrp. Right. 

Mr. Kennepy. For how long were you a truck driver ? 
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Mr. Byrp. For the company, approximately a year and a half. 

Mr. Kennepy. Prior to that, what were you doing ! 

Mr. Byrp. I drove a truck for different companies and myself. 

Mr. Krennepy. You were in the service before that, were you not? 

Mr. Byrp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. For how long were you in the service? 

Mr. Byrpv. Approximately 2 years. 

Mr. Kennepy. Inthe Army? 

Mr. Byrn. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. During 1956, the teamsters attempted to organize 
your company ; is that right ? Q 

Mr. Byrp. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you and your fellow employees ? 

Mr. Byrp. Right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you at that time anxious to belong to the 
teamsters union or join the union ? 

Mr. Byrp. No, sir; I was never approached to join. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you want to join the union / 

Mr. Byrp. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You were not interested in it? : 

Mr. Byrn. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, you were driving a truck; is that right ? 

Mr. Byrn. Right. 

Mr. Kennepy. You were shot at while driving a truck ? 

Mr. Byrp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. While the teamsters were attempting their organiza- 
tion drive? 

Mr. Byrp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. When did that first occur ? 

Mr. Byrp. Probably the 1st of August, the first time. 

Mr. Kennepy. What h: uppened ? 

Mr. Byrp. I met a car; it passed me and shot at me as we were side 
by side; and then, after it was behind me, it hit two tires on the trailer, 
on the back of the trailer. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you continued on ? 

Mr. Byrp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Krennepy. Did you report that to the police ? 

Mr. Byrn. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Wasany action taken, do you know? 

Mr. Byrp. Not that I know of. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you continue to drive? 

Mr. Byrp. Yes, sir. 

Senator Curtis. Before we leave that, what time of day did it 
happen ¢ 

Mr. Byrp. It was probably 2 o’clock in the morning. 

Senator Curtis. Do you know what kind of a car it was? 

Mr. Byrp. I couldn’t swear. I think it was a Plymouth sedan. 

Senator Curtis. Do you know how many people were in it ? 

Mr. Byrp. No, sir; I couldn’t see. 

Senator Curtis. You couldn’t get any license number ? 

Mr. Byrp. No; I met them at a curve and they were gone before I 
noticed it. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you shot at again? 

Mr. Byrp. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Prior to going into that, during this period of time 
were you receiving any threatening telephone calls? 

Mr. Byrn. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Could you tell us about that ? 

Mr. Byrp. I would get them, and they would say I shouldn’t do 
this, or I couldn’t do this. 

Mr. Kennepy. You shouldn’t do what? 

Mr. Byrp. Drive a truck. I am not supposed to work; they are on 
strike. I am not supposed to work. 

Mr. Kennepy. They told you not to work; is that right ? 

Mr. Byrp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did your wife get any threatening telephone calls? 

Mr. Byrn. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. They called your wife? 

Mr. Byrp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. What would they say to her? 

Mr. Byrp. They were going to en me home in a blanket and put 
me on the porch. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was your wife upset? 

Mr. Byrp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you upset? 

Mr. Byrp. I was mad. 

Mr. Kennepy. After you were shot at the first time, and you re- 
ceived these threatening telephone calls that you would be put on a 
slab, and your wife received these threatening telephone calls, weren’t 
you frightened at that time? 

Mr. Byrp. No; just mad. 

Mr. Kennepy. You decided to continue to drive? 

Mr. Byrn. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you did continue? 

Mr. Byrp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you were shot at again? 

Mr. Byrp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Would you tell us what happened / 

Mr. Byrp. It was up a hill, and evidently there were 3 or 4 on an 
embankment to my left, and they waited until I was even or passed 
them, and then they started shooting. And they hit the truck, and 
I think it was either 14 or 16 times they hit the truck, and there was 
1 just grazed my back, and there was 1 went completely through 
my shoulder and out my arm. 

Mr. Kennepy. You were driving and you had another assistant 
there ? 

Mr. Byrn. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Where was he? 

Mr. Byrn. He was asleep, laying down. 

Mr. Kennepy. And some of them, the bullets came right through 
the cabin ? 

Mr. Byrn. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And he was lying down? 

Mr. Byrp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. What would have happened to him if he had been 
sitting with you? 

Mr. Byrrp. It would have gone through his head. 
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Mr. Kennepy. What was the damage that occurred to you ? 

Mr. Byrp. I got a broken right shoulder, and arm, and they are 
both stiff now. 

Mr. Kennepy. Can you move all of your fingers ? 

Mr. Byrp. Yes, sir; I can move my fingers and my arm to my elbow, 
but not above it. 

Mr. Kennepy. Above your elbow you can’t move it ? 

Mr. Byrp. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. How long were you in the hospital ? 

Mr. Byrp. Twenty-nine days. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you listed in critical condition ? 

Mr. Byrp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Are you able to drive a truck at the present time? 

Mr. Byrp. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Youcan never drive a truck again ? 

Mr. Byrp. No, sir. 

Senator Curtis. What was the date of that ? 

Mr. Byrp. August 9, 1956, around midnight. 

Senator Curtis. Near what place in Tennessee ? 

Mr. Byrp. Near La Follette. 

Senator Curtis. Did you have to stop your truck immediately ? 

Mr. Byrp. Yes, sir. 

Senator Curtis. Did you see anybody around ? 

Mr. Byrp. No, sir. 

Senator Curtis. Now, these 3 or 4 people that were on the em- 
bankment, you saw those as you passed ? 

Mr. Byrp. No, sir; I am just assuming there were 3 or 4, with as 
many shots as were fired. I didn’t see anybody. They were to my 
back. 

Senator Curtis. Did you lose consciousness ? 

Mr. Byrp. No, sir. 

Senator Curtis. When was that reported to the police authorities ? 

Mr. Byrp. That night. The boy who was with me unhooked the 
trailer and took me to the hospital, and then reported it to the highway 
patrol, and the Campbell County police. 

Senator Curtis. Did they interview you ? 

Mr. Byrp. Yes, sir. 

Senator Curtis. How many times ? 

Mr. Byrp. Once that time, and about 4 days later. Only twice. 

Senator Curtis. Did they extract any bullets out of the truck? 

Mr. Byrp. There is only fragments, and they didn’t get a complete 
bullet. 

Senator Curtis. And the bullet that hit you did not lodge in your 
body but went on through ? 

Mr. Byrp. That is right. 

Senator Curtis. To your knowledge was anyone ever arrested ? 

Mr. Byrp. No, sir. 

Senator Curtis. Are you satisfied that those shots were fired by 
someone who had information as to your route that you were going 
to take that night, and the time of your departure ? 

Mr. Byrp. Yes, sir. 

Senator Curtis. Were any individuals picked up for questioning? 

Mr. Byrp. Not that I know of. 
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Senator Curtis. No arrests at all ? 

Mr. Byrp. No. 

Senator Curtis. The officers cannot apprehend anyone for ques- 
tioning? 

Mr. Byrp. I don’t remember. I was in the hospital at the time, and 
they might have, but not after I was out, I don’t think. 

The Cuarrman. Did they pursue the matter any further after you 
were out of the hospital ? 

Mr. Byrn. They never contacted me. 

The Cuatrman. The officers after you got out of the hospital, have 
never contacted you and never pursued the matter any further so far 
as you know ? 

Mr. Byrp. That’s right. 

Mr. Kennepy. It was clearly an ambush, was it not ? 

Mr. Byrp. Yes, sir; well planned, I would say. 

Mr. Kennepy. Because the first time you had to come around a 
corner ? 

Mr. Byrp. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you would have to slow down to come around 
the corner and then you have to come to the top of the hill. 

Mr. Byrp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. So you would be going very slowly. 

Mr. Byrn. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And to the best of your knowledge, you were shot at 
from both sides of the road ? 

Mr. Byrp. Only the left side. 

Mr. Kennepy. From the left side of the road ? 

Mr. Byrp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. But there were more than one group of shots? 

Mr. Bysgp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. There were 16 or 14 bullets that hit the truck; is 
that right ? 

Mr. Byrp. And there were some more in the road that never hit the 
truck, and you could see. 

Mr. Kennepy. And it was obviously, either an attempt to kill you 
and your companion, or there were so many bullets fired that you and 
your companion could very well have been killed ? 

Mr. Byrp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And if your companion had been sitting up straight, 
he would have been killed ? 

Mr. Byrp. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Did they fire from each side of the road ? 

Mr. Byrp. No, sir; just the left side. 

The CuairmMan. Just from the left side? 

Mr. Byrp. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. On the side of the driver ? 

Mr. Byrp. Yes, sir; and they were from an angle. 

The CuHatmman. Do you know whether your assistant driver had 
been threatened as you had ? 

Mr. Byrp. No; I couldn’t say for sure, but I would say he had been. 

The Cuarrman. So they were primarily, of course, after the driver? 

Mr. Byrp. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. They could not know, though, that you would be 
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the particular driver at the time, whether you or your assistant would 
actually be driving the truck, at the time of the shooting ? 

Mr. Byrp. It was possible they could have. We made a stop 
approximately 40 miles from there, 

The Cuarrman. You had made a stop, and you had taken over the 
wheel ? 

Mr. Byrp. That’s right. 

The Cuarrman. At a place where that could have been observed ¢ 

Mr. Byrp. That’s right. 

The Cuairman. And therefore they could have followed you up to 
that point or gotten ahead of you and waylaid ; you? 

Mr. Byrp. That’s right. 

Mr. Kennepy. You still have a good number of scars, have you not ? 

Mr. Byrp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Both in your back and in the front where the bullet 
came out ? 

Mr. Byrp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Would you be willing to exhibit them so that we 
might see them ¢ 

Mr. Byrp. Yes, sir; if you want me to. 

Mr. Kennepy. W ell, I think you testified to these things, and no 
one is doubting what you are saying about it, but I would like to have 
you exhibit it here, and let a picture be made ‘of it, and I want to make 
that picture an exhibit to this testimony. 

Is that agreeable ? 

Senator Curtis. It is agreeable. 

The Cuarrman. If it is agreeable I would like to have you exhibit 
those wounds and let a pic ture be mi ide, and I will ask the photogra- 
phers if they will accommodate the committee without being sub- 
penaed to deliver a copy of the photograph after it is developed, for 
exhibit 3 for this record. 

(At this point the witness removed the clothing from his shoulders 
and exhibited his bullet wounds. ) 

(The photograph referred to will be marked “Exhibit No. 3” for 
reference and may be found in the files of the select committee.) 

The Cuarrman. Thank you very much, Mr. Byrd. 

You will have to carry that disability all of your life and continue 
to be incapacitated and disabled from performing the duties of your 
occupation prior to the time you were injured ¢ 

Mr. Byrp. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. And it is all because your employer would not sign 
a blackjack contract with the union ? 

Mr. Byrn. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And you didn’t want to belong to the union, any- 
how. 

Mr. Byrp. That’s right. They said I couldn’t work. 

The CHatrMan. They said you couldn’t work if you didn’t. 

Mr. Byrp. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. And this is the penalty you paid ? 

Mr. Byrp. That’s right. 

The Cuarrman. For standing up for your rights as an American 
to have a job, to work at it, and to earn a living for yourself and your 
family ? 
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Mr. Byrp. That is the way I look at it. 

The Cuareman. Is there anything further, Senator? 

Mr. Kennepy. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Curtis. If I may ‘interr upt, there are approximately 25 em- 
ployees of this trucking company. Did you know most of them? 

Mr. Byrp. Yes, sir. 

Senator Curtis. In your opinion, the majority of them, did they 
want the union ? 

Mr. Byrp. No, sir; I don’t think so. 

Senator Curtis. Also, do you have an opinion as to whether or not 
some of them who did go along with the union, did so because they 
were intimidated or fr ightened! 

Mr. Byrrp. I wouldn’t say that, and I don’t know. But I would say 
that there were three categories. You have one that definitely do want 
it, and one that definitely don’t, and you have got the others that just 
go along with the crowd. 

Senator Curtis. There were more that did not want it ? 

Mr. Byrp. I would say so; yes, sir. 

Senator Curtis. That is all. 

The Cuarrman. Notwithstanding that it has never been definitely 
established by judicial processes and no one has ever been accused 
formally or prosecuted or convicted for this assault upon you, do you 
have a pretty good idea who did it ? 

Mr. Byron. No, sir; I don’t have the slightest idea. 

The Cuatrman. You don’t know, and you could not identify them? 

Mr. Byrp. I couldn’t name any names. 

The CuatrMan. You could not name names? 

Mr. Byrp. No, sir. 

The Cuamman. Well, the Chair on behalf of the committee, wishes 
to thank you for your cooper ation. I do not know what final results 
or what will finally be the fruits of our labors, but I am hopeful that 
out of this exposé of gangsterism and crime and blackmail and violence 
that we can find and will be willing to enact some laws that will afford 
better protection to working people of this country who simply ask 
for their freedom, and nothing more, and just to work at an honest 
occupation and be left alone. Iam hoping we can do it. 

Thank you very much. 

Mr. Byrn. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Call the next witness. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Paul Andrews. 

The Cuairman. You do solemnly swear that the evidence you shall 
give before this Senate select committee shall be the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Anprews. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF PAUL L. ANDREWS 


The Cuarrman. State your name, your place of residence, and your 
business or occupation. 

Mr. Anprews. Paul L. Andrews. I live at 415 Landon Drive, Nash- 
ville, Tenn. I am vice president of the Thurston Motor Lines. 

The Cuatrman. Thurston Motor Lines? 

Mr. Anprews. Yes, sir. 
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The CuarrMan. Do you waive counsel ¢ 

Mr. Anprews. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. Prior to becoming a vice president of Thurston 
Motor Lines, did you hold some other position in a motortrucking 
company ¢ 

Mr. Anprews. I was the president of B & S Motor Lines, with 
headquarters in Nashville, Tenn., until August 1, 1956, on which date 
we consummated a merger between my company and Thurston Motor 
Lines, and then B & S Motor Lines became as Thurston Motor Lines, 
a part of Thurston Motor Lines. 

Mr. Kennepy. We are concerned primarily here with your opera- 
tions of the B & S Motor Lines Co. Could you tell us how big an 
operation that was ? 

Mr. Anprews. Well, at that time during the period that I think you 
are interested in, we operated three terminals. Our home terminal 
was Nashville, Tenn., and a terminal in Memphis, Tenn., and a termi- 
nal in Charlotte, N. C. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, could you tell the committee briefly as you 
have told me about the situation regarding the union; first, the 
teamsters union and then the independent union, and what occurred, 
which culminated in the events that we will be primarily interested in ¢ 

Mr. Anprews. We had a little unique situation with respect to our 
over-the-road drivers. Our company owned the trailer part of the 
equipment and contracted with owner operators to pull the trailers, or 
to move the trailers from one terminal to the other, with their own 
equipment. In other words, they were independent contractors, con- 
tracting to the company to move its trailers and its freight. 

Now ‘then, there was another category of drivers, of course, being the 
local pickup and delivery and dockworkers that were actually em- 
ployees of the company. 

When I took over the company there, the teamsters union had a con- 
tract covering the local people. That is to say, they were contracting 
to represent ‘the local pickup and delivery and dockworkers at the 
Nashville terminal, only. They were seeking to force me to sign a 
contract allowing them to represent the owner operators or the inde- 
pendent contractors who were pulling our trailers for us. We con- 
tended that there was no place for a union contract with that group of 
people in that they were businessmen of their own right and conse- 
quently it was not incumbent upon me to try to force a contract on 
people who were in business for themselves. 

I so advised the union numerous times. Then later, after the expi- 
ration of the teamsters union contract which was in effect at the time 
that I took over the operation of this company, after that expired 

Mr. Kennepy. Just so we get that straight, that was with your 
local drivers; is that right? They were actually employees? 

Mr. Anprews. That’s right. They were employees and, of course, 
had every right to belong to a union if they desired to. 

Mr. Kennepy. Your company did have a contract with the teamsters 
union in connection with those drivers ? 

Mr. Anprews. That’s correct. That contract expired, I believe, on 
January 31, 1955. 
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In the meantime there had been this harassment going on there 
with the teamsters union trying to force recognition for these owner 
operators, so that apparently the local pickup and delivery drivers 
didn’t like that too much and either they got interested in an inde- 
pendent union or the independent union got “interested in them, one or 
the other, and there were eight such ‘employees at the Nashville 
terminal. 

The independent union petitioned the National Labor Relations 
Board for an election. Of course, immediately then the teamsters 
union filed unfair labor charges, caarging that we were dominating 
the men, and I don’t know what alJi. That held the thing up for some 
time, possibly 60 days perhaps, und I am not sur about the delay 
there. 

During that time a lot of violence occurred, which we will go into 
later, if you desire. But finally when the thing had run its gantlet, 
that is the unfair labor charges had run their gantlet of some 60 
days, the Labor Board came in and held an election as between no 
union at all, the independent union, and the teamsters union. 

Well, the result of the election was that the teamsters union didn’t get 
a single vote. The independent union got all of the votes. 

So. they no longer, of course, could represent that group. That left 
for them only the possibility of representing the owner-operators or 
the independent contractor s, as we referred to them. 

Then the independent union, which had been successful in gaining 
recognition to represent the local pickup and delivery employees, filed 
a petition with the NLRB to represent the same group that the team- 
sters union were trying to represent. The Labor Board came in and 
made its investigation “of the matter and determined that they were 
not employees, but rather that they were independent contractors 
and that the Labor Board had no place to take jurisdiction in this case, 
and consequently indicated there was no place for a labor union to enter 
the picture. 

But that did not deter the teamsters union, and they persisted and 
would go out and change their signs periodically from one thing to 
another, and persisted in picketing and all of the other disturbanc es. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did the union do? 

Mr. Anprews. The independent union accepted the National Labor 
Relations Board decision and discarded any desire to represent that 
group of people. 

Mr. Kennepy. But the teamsters continued to attempt to represent 
them, is that right ? 

Mr. Anprews. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. That gives us the background and the history. 
During this period of time that you have been discussing, did you 
have conferences and conversations with teamster union officials ? 

Mr. Anprews. Yes, I did between November of 1954 and May 2, I 
believe, of 1955. I had some 20 contacts with various officials of the 
Teamsters Union, Local 327, most of which contacts were initiated on 
the part of the union. In fact, all were, and most of which contacts 
resulted either directly or indirectly in certain threats. 

Mr. Kennepy. Will you tell us what occurred as far as threats that 
were made to you during this period of time that was described and 
with whom you had these conversations? 
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Mr. Anprews. In November of 1954 business agents Ewing King 
and another business agent whose name I don’t remember offhand, 
came to my office and told me that I had better get two of my inde- 
dependent contractors who they came to see me about, whose name 
was Hampton and the other name was Johnson, to sign up with the 
teamsters union, to come into their union. I advised them that it was 
not my prerogative to either encourage or discourage membership in 
theirs or any other union. They left me with the very definite feeling 
that if I did not go ahead and exercise certain encouragement for these 
two individuals to become members of local 327 of the teamsters, that 
I could expect trouble with them. Of course, they didn’t go into any 
elaboration as to just what the trouble would be but they made it very 
clear to me that if I didn’t go along and encourage membership 
on the part of these two individuals I could expect trouble. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then did you have further conversations with the 
other individuals? 

Mr. Anprews. Yes. Later on December 7, in fact, Lordly, a stew- 
ard or business agent of the union, came on to our property at the 
Nashville terminal and was attempting to whip or beat up one of 
these same men we were just discussing and I went out and got him 
and brought him into my office and was conferring with him about 
the matter, trying to get the trouble straightened out there, and about 
that time right in the middle of our conference two of the teamsters’ 
other business agents stormed into the office, almost broke the door 
down and entered my office, unannounced of course, and wanted to 
know what was going on. I kind of got the thing settled down a 
little bit there after a good bit of discussion and abusive language 
on their part, and they told me, in fact Bob Ozment 

Mr. Kennepy. O-z-m-e-n-t? 

Mr. Anprews. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was he business agent ? 

Mr. Anprews. And so was Ewing King, who was the other busi- 
ness agent who stormed into my office. Bob Ozment told me he was 
going to stop these nonunion drivers from pulling freight out of 
North Carolina into Nashville and through Nashville. I said, “Well, 
Bob, how are you going to go about it? Iam managing this business, 
I ought to be able to operate it.” 

Then Ewing King spoke up and says, “Well, we have ways and 
means by which to do that.” 

I said, “Mr. King, do you mean by that statement that you are 
going to take a club and beat someone over the head with it?” 

He looked at Ozment and said to him, “Andrews has been around, 
he knows how we operate; doesn’t he ?” 

That ended that conversation in that particular interview. 

Mr. Kennepy. During this period of time were some of your in- 
dependent contractors receiving threats ? 

Mr. Anprews. Yes; they did all through this period. Then later 
on December 17, 1954, the union and some of the trucklines had this 
grievance procedure set up. They were having a grievance meeting 
in Nashville. On this particulat day a friend of mine from Knoxville, 
who is a representative of the Huber & Huber Motor Express, was 
participating on the side of management in this particular grievance 
conference. Later in the afternoon of this day he came to me and told 
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me that Bob Ozment, business manager of local 327, asked him to come 
and tell me that if I did not get straight immediately with the Team- 
sters’ Union Local 327 he was going to close me up. 

Along about this same time 2 individuals who apparently was 
W. A. Smith and Perry Canaday approached 2 of the independent 
contractors in the garage. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who is W. A. Smith? ; 

Mr. Anprews. W. A. Smith was a business agent of local 327. 

Mr. Kennepy. Is he also known as “Dummy” Smith? 

Mr. Anprews. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And “Hard-Hearing Smitty”? 

Mr. Anprews. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. He wears a hearing aid? 

Mr. Anprews. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And he came? 

Mr. Anprews. He along with Perry Canaday. 

Mr. Kennepy. C-a-n-a-d-a-y ? 

Mr. Anprews. That is right. He is a business agent for local 327. 
He approached these two drivers in the garage of the General Truck 
Sales at Nashville and made threats to them of bodily injury if they 
did not join their union. Then on January 4 of 1955 this same W. A. 
Smith that we were just discussing along with Perry Canaday and 
another individual or two whom I did not know drove onto my 
terminal lot and partially blocked a driveway there and stopped an 
Arnold Ligon truck, the driver of which was named Curtis. They 
took him out of the truck, brought him over to their car and started 
going through his bills. He was bringing freight to us, that is, In- 
terchange Traffic. I left my office and went out to the car to see what 
was going on there, and W. A. Smith, the business agent of 327, was 
sitting on the right side of the front seat of the automobile. 

As I approached the automobile Smith stormed out of the car, came 
around behind it and walked up to me, putting his toes on or against 
my toes with his nose about 3 inches from my nose, and started 
cursing me and using every kind of vile and filthy language that he 
could possibly think of for at least 3 or 4 minutes. 

He stood there continuing that kind of conversation until he ap- 
parently completely exhausted his vocabulary of all the vile and 
vulgar language he could think of, at which time, after I had not re- 
sponded as he apparently thought I would by making some move or 
another, then he very meekly and quietly withdrew himself and got 
back in the car and they drove away. But they succeeded in also 
sending the Arnold Ligon truck and driver away with my freight, 
too. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then they attempted to get you to sign a contract? 

Senator Curtis. Excuse me. 

Was there a hot cargo clause involved in that, their change of 
freight there? 

Mr. Anprews. Yes, sir; but that came later. That did not happen 
right at this time. What they were doing, they were putting the 
perenne; they would come out and-sit—this was before the picket 
ines was set up, all this business was going on before they actually 
put up a picket line but they would some out and wait for the other 
drivers who were members of their local to approach our terminal 
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and then they would stop them as they had done this particular driver 
and send them away. 

Apparently they would threaten them or do whatever was neces- 
sary to cause them to take the freight away and not deliver it to us. 

On January 31, Bob Ozment, whom we have mentioned here be- 
fore and who was a business agent for local 327 of the teamsters, 
came into my office with some kind of mimeographed piece of paper 
and asked me to sign this contract. He threw it on my desk and said, 
“Sign that.” Isaid, “What is it?” 

He said, “That is the contract.” There were only a couple of pages 
of it. I didn’t know what it was. It looked more like a power of 
attorney to me. 

I said, “Mr. Ozment, that does not look like any contract to me. 
I suggest you contact my lawyer, Mr. Wilson Sims, because I have 
turned these matters of signing contracts over to him and will you 
please contact him about this business of signing a contract.” 

He said, “We'll see about that but I am not interested in your law- 
yer signing any of the contracts. You are the man whose signature 
I want on this contract.” 

Then he went on away but he told me that they were going to put 
up a picket line the next day. 

Well, the next day they didn’t put the picket line up as he threat- 
ened, but the following day, on February 2, 1955, they did erect the 
picket lines. 

Senator Curtis. 1956? 

Mr. Anprews. 1955. 

Senator Curtis. 1955? 

Mr. Anprews. That’s right. They did erect a picket line and we 
got that picket line removed by State court injunction. 

It was removed unconditionally. That held and all the violence 
and everything else stopped. Everything stopped and everything 
ran smoothly through there for awhile. On May 1, I believe it was, 
the State court modified the injunction to permit peaceful picketing 
only. Then immediately the next day Bob Ozment came to my office 
and said, “I am giving you one last chance to sign this contract before 
we set up a picket line.” None of this time had he furnished me any 
information that even one single one of these independent contractors 
wanted to belong to his union or held membership in his union. 

The CuarrmMan. Did he leave a copy of the contract for your exam- 
ination ? 

Mr. Anprews. No, sir; he carried it on with him. 

Che Cuarrman. Did you ever read it? 

Mr. Anprews. I never did have an opportunity to read it. 

The CuatrmMan. You never knew what was in it? 

Mr. Anprews. No, sir. 

The Cuarrman. He was not asking you to read it. He was just 
asking you to sign it. 

Mr. Anprews. That is correct. 

Senator Curtis. Is that what they refer to as negotiating a contract ? 

Mr. Anprews. Well, maybe they considered it that, sir. 

Ozment, the next day after the injunction was modified, came to my 
office and says, “I am giving you one last chance to sign this contract,” 
and he did not even take it out of his pocket this time. 
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I said, “Mr. Ozment, have you contacted my attorney as I requested 
you to?” He said, “I am not interested in contacting your attorney 
and you can sign this contract or else I am going to put up a picket 
line now.” 

I said, “Well, now, so far as I am concerned you will have to go 
ahead and put up a picket line.” 

So he left my office and went on out and established the picket line. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were there certain acts of violence committed against 
your company and against the employees of your company ? 

Mr. Anprews. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did they start on December 9, 1954? 

Mr. Anprews. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And continue through November 21, 1955? 

Mr. Anprews. That’s correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. During this period of controversy; is that right ? 

Mr. Anprews. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. During that period of time, according to the records 
we have, there were some 34 separate acts of violence. 

Mr. Anprews. Actually 38. 

Mr. Kennepy. And they started on December 9, 1954, and went 
through the date I mentioned, November 21, 1955? 

Mr. Anprews. Yes, sir. 

Among the acts of violence—this is not all of them—but among 
those acts of violence there were 19 shootings, 2 bombings, 1 slugging, 
and 6 syrupings and tire slashings. That, of course, is not all, but 
those constitute the major acts of violence. 

The CuatrmMan. Nineteenshootings. What isthe other? 

Mr. Anprews. Two bombings, 1 slugging, and 6 syrupings and tire 
slashings. 

Senator Curtis. How many arrests? 

Mr. Anprews. Two individuals were arrested. 

Senator Curtis. How many convictions? 

Mr. Anprews. We got two. They were arrested on the slugging 
charges, which was the last act of violence that we had. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is No. 140 on the chart over here. On Novem- 
ber 21, 1955, that is when this man was slugged ? 

Mr. Anprews. That’s right. 

Mr. Krennepy. Could you tell us what occurred on that date? 

Mr. Anprews. On November 21, 1955 ? 

Mr. Kennepy. Yes. 

Mr. Anprews. If I could back up just a little to give you a little 
background prior to that, sir, after the State had modified this injunc- 
tion they came out and set up this picket line, then we started the other 
process of going the long route to the NLRB. 

So it went on the regular processes of trying to get the NLRB to 
handle the matter which finally culminated in our getting an injunc- 
tion in Federal court to completely remove the picket line. This 
injunction, I believe, was effective on October 16, 1955. Then, as you 
know, after a Federal court gives an injunction, then the NLRB sends 
its trial examiner in to examine all the evidence to see whether or not 
the Federal court has erred in its decision and will reexamine the 
whole process of evidence to determine whether or not the injunction 
shall stand or be dissolved. 
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Then we had set for the 26th of November a hearing before the trial 
examiner who was sent down to hear the evidence in our particular 
case. 

This boy who was slugged, Jimmie Bruce, had received a subpena 
to appear as a witness on behalf of the company at this hearing that 
was set before the trial examiner of NLRB, I believe, for November 
28. Just 1 week before that is when the slu ging occurred. 

Now he had been served some several, oh, 3 or 4 weeks before that, 
with this subpena, as I recall. He was one ‘of the principal witnesses 
to testify in the company’s behalf at this hearing. 

Mr. Kennepy. What happened 

Mr. Anprews. About 6 p. m. on the night of November 21 I got 
a call from one of the other independent contractors advising me 
that someone had slugged Jimmie Bruce. 

Well, I told them to call an ambulance immediately, which they did, 
and sent him on to the hospital. I believe 6 of the other independent 
contractors were with him and they saw Shorty Richardson, and 
Shorty Richardson is connected in some capacity with teamster local 

327, I am not sure he is a business agent or steward or what. 

Mr. Kennepy. He is amember. 

Mr. Anprews. At least a member. The other independent con- 
tractors who were with Bruce saw Shorty Richardson and Perry 
Canaday, business agent for local 327, drive in and around this res- 
taurant where this slugging took place. Then they came from behind 
the restaurant and got the fellow who actu: uly did the slugging and 

carried him away in ‘their automobile. 

Of course we immediately swore out warrants for and had arrested 
Shorty Richardson and Cannady. 

Mr. Kennepy. What happened to Bruce? 

Mr. Anprews. Bruce remained in the hospital in a very critical 
state, unconscious actually for approximately 10 days. 

Mr. Kennepy. He was unconscious for 10 days? 

Mr. Anprews. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. He had a fractured skull, did he ? 

Mr. Anprews. He had two fractures. He had a fracture on this 
side. He was hit on the left side and his jaw was fractured on the 
right side. 

Mr. Kennepy. Is he still somewhat incapacitated ? 

Mr. Anprews. Yes, sir; he is. It is my understanding that he is 
quite incapacitated. As a matter of fact, he never has returned to 
his job of driving his own truck for our CORIERY.- 

Mr. Kennepy. That is some 2 years later ¢ 

Mr. Anprews. That’s right. 

Mr. Kennepy. He still cannot work, himself; is that right? 

Mr. Anprews. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. His wife is working ? 

Mr. Anprews. His wife is employed I understand and is the prin- 
pal means of income. 

Mr. Kennepy. You paid his expenses in the hospital ; did you ? 

Mr. Anprews. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. But he has no other source of income other than 
his wife’s work at the present time. 

Mr. Anprews. That is all, to my knowledge. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Now, Mr. Chairman, we have all these acts starting 
with December 9 and going through this period of time. I don't 
know whether you would want them read into the record, there are 
about three pages. 

The Cuairman. Do you have a copy of them to present to the wit- 
ness so that he might examine them and testify to them and then they 
will be properly authenticated for the record. 

Mr. Kennepy. I think it might be well if he could follow them. 
Maybe Mr. McShane can read them. 

The Cuatrman. I am going to have Mr. McShane, member of the 
staff, and who has been sworn to testify at this series of hearings, 
read these several incidents of violence to which you have referred 
and let you verify each one according to your knowledge as he reads 
them. 

I am doing it that way to shorten the testimony, and if there is 
anything, any error in what he reads, according to your knowledge, 
you so state. 

Mr. Anprews. Mr. Chairman, do you want me to stop him each 
time and verify each one, or shall he go ahead and proceed ? 

The Cuamman. After he has read each one you can say whether it 
is correct or make a modification or correction of it as to what you 
think is proper, under oath. 

You may proceed, Mr. McShane. 

Mr. McSuane. December 9, 1954: Sirup was poured into the en- 
gines of 4 B. & S. trucks in the Nashville terminal; also, 6 tires were 
slashed on B. & S. trucks on this date. 

Mr. Anprews. That is correct. 

Mr. McSuane. 2. December 9, 1954: Sirup was poured. into the 
engines of 3 trucks in the B. & S. terminal in Memphis, Tenn.; also, 
4 tires were slashed on B. & S. trucks in Memphis on this date. The 
estimated damage for both incidents on this date was $3,500. 

Mr. Anprews. That is correct. 

Mr. McSuane. 3. January 29, 1955: A truck driven by W. E. 
Richardson of Charlotte, N. C., the property of McMillan Oil Com- 
pany of Charlotte, N. C., while in the Nashville B. & S. terminal, had 
sirup and abrasives put into its engine. Estimated damage, approxi- 
mately $1,000. 

Mr. Anprews. That is correct. 

Mr. McSuane. 4. March 31, 1955: Three strangers called on W. FE. 
Richardson at his home in Charlotte, N. C., and attacked him with 
a knife, because he had given an affidavit in connection with the sirup- 
ing of his truck in Nashville on January 29. Richardson supplied 
Andrews an affidavit to support this statement. 

Mr. Anprews. That is correct. 

Mr. McSuane. 5. April 1, 1955: Someone hurled a rock from a 
speeding car through the windshield of Jimmy Bruce’s truck. Bruce 
at the time was an independent contractor for the B. & S. Lines. 
This incident occurred approximately 5 miles east of Knoxville. 

Mr. Anprews. That is correct. 

Mr. McSuane. 6. May 21, 1955: At a point 25 miles east of Mem- 
phis, someone fired 5 shots at a B. & S. tractor pulling a Mundy 
trailer. Drivers on the unit at the time were John Fultz and Joe 
Hobbs. Both were operating for Davis Robertson, owner of the 
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tractor. Four of the shots apparently missed, but one bullet went 
through the trailer. 

Mr. Anprews. That is correct. 

Mr. McSuane. 7. June 2, 1955: Someone in the group of pickets 
in front of B. & S. terminal in Nashville stoned the home of George 
McConnell, while he was attempting to repair a television aerial on 
his house. Mr. McConnell at the time was a mechanic for B. & S. Motor 
Lines. 

Mr. Anprews. That is correct. 

Mr. McSnane. 8. June 12, 1955: At approximately 10:30 p. m., 
15 miles east of Knoxville, a shot was fired from an automobile into 
the windshield of J. R. Walker’s truck which, at the time, was under 
contract with B. & S. Motor Lines. The bullet hit the steering wheel 
and deflected to the floor, probably saving the life of Tom Copeland, 
the driver. 

Mr. Anprews. That is correct. 

Mr. McSuanr. 9. June 12, 1955: At approximately 11 p. m., and 
20 miles east of Knoxville, 2 shots were fired at Davis Robertson’s 
truck which, at that time, was under contract with B. & S. Motor 
Lines. One of the bullets punctured one of the tires on the trailer. 

Mr. Anprews. That is correct. 

Mr. McSuane. 10. June 16, 1955: At approximately 8:30 p. m., on 
U.S. 70, near Donelson, Tenn., a person believed to be Ray Proctor, 
one of the pickets, hurled a stone at James Peterson’s truck, which 
ricocheted off the rear view mirror to the cab of the truck behind the 
head of the driver. 

Mr. Anprews. That is correct. 

Mr. McSuane. 11. June 17, 1955: Joe Franklin along with a group 
of other pickets, followed Carl Childress, an independent contractor 
for B. & S. Motor Lines, from the picket line to the junction of High- 
way 70. They stopped him and tried to get him out of his truck in 
order to assault him. 

Mr. Anprews. That is correct. 

Mr. McSuane. 12. June 18, 1955: At approximately 10 p. m., a car 
made two trips by the picket line and on each trip a shotgun blast was 
fired into the doors of the B. & S. Motor Lines terminal in Nashville. 

Mr. Anprews. That is correct. 

Mr. McSuane. 13. June 23, 1955: A. P. McKinney and Lloyd Bar- 
rett, while in their truck, were fired on near the North Carolina- 
Tennessee line on Highway 70, just on the North Carolina side. 

Mr. Anprews. That is correct. 

Mr. McSuane. June 29, 1955: At approximately 4:30 a. m., be- 
tween Nashville and Bellemeade, on Highway 70, someone in a blue 
Mercury automobile fired on a truck driven by Paul Welch, who was 
at the time under contract to the B. & S. Motor Lines. 

Mr. Anprews. That is correct. 

Mr. McSuane. July 2, 1955: At 2 p. m., from a vacant lot inside the 
city limits of Nashville, 2 shots were fired at operators Harold Sey- 
more and Larry Beaver. 

July 2, 1955: A. A. Mullis and a person by the name of Childers, 
both of whom were pickets at Charlotte, N. C., stopped one of the 
company’s trucks at the B. & S. terminal in Charlotte and pulled a 
colored boy, who was a helper on the truck, from the automobile and 
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stoned him as he made his getaway. At least one stone found its mark 
on the colored boy’s head. Mullis then proceeded to break the air line 
from the trailer to the tractor, which tied up the unit in the street. 
Police were called and three guns were found on the picket line. 

The Cuamman. You said three guns were a Do you mean 
shotguns or what ? 

Mr. Anprews. Pistols and shotguns together. 

Mr. McSuane. July 8, 1955: At 2 a. m., approximately 4 miles east 
of Minnville, Tenn., Ted Barnett was fired upon from a blue Mercury 
automobile. 

Mr. Anprews. That is correct. 

Mr. McSuane. No. 18. July 8,1955. At 11:50 p. m. on the truck 
route through Knoxville, Tenn., someone hurled a heavy object, be- 
lieved to be a 10- or 20-pound rock, from a light blue Cadillac auto- 
mobile meeting Kenneth Puckett’s truck at a very high rate of speed. 
The object missed the windshield of this truck by a few inches, crashed 
into the left front side of the trailer, knocking a hole in the trailer 
and denting a place on the left front of the trailer approximately 10 
inches square. 

Mr. Anprews. That is correct. 

Mr. McSuane. No. 19. July 9, 1955. Someone disengaged the 
trailer connection between the tractor and the trailer on one of the 
B. & S. units while it was being loaded at the Cold Storage Co., in 
Nashville, causing the tractor to drop the trailer, inflicting consider- 
able damage and placing lives of innocent people in jeopardy. 

Mr. Anprews. That is correct. 

Mr. McSuane. No. 20. July 9, 1955. Shots were fired from a picket 
line at the Nashville terminal. Nathan Long, the company’s rate 
clerk for B. & S., left the office, went out to investigate, and observed 
Kelvey Howell, one of the pickets, aiming a gun in the direction of 
the terminal. 

Mr. Anprews. That is correct. 

non Cuarrman. Did they ever do anything to these folks for carry- 

guns there and shooting on the picket line? 
"a, . ANprEws. No, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. Even though they were identified ? 

Mr. Anprews. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. The local figures never took any action ? 

Mr. Anprews. No, sir; they never did. 

The Cuarrman. Were these things reported to the local officials ? 

Mr. Anprews. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. And no grand jury ever indicted them ? 

Mr. Anprews. No, sir. 

The Cuarrman. No arrests were made? 

Mr. Anvrews. No, sir; except for this one instance, in the slugging 
instance. 

The Cuamrman. On one instance in all of these was an arrest made 
so far as you know? 

Mr. Anprews. That is right. 

The Cuatrman. All right, proceed. 

Mr. McSuane. No. 21. July 10, 1955, on Highway 70, just west of 
Lebanon, Tenn., a shotgun blast. was fired into the left door of A. B. 
McKinney’s tractor, blowing away part of his elbow. This man was 
hospitalized for several weeks thereafter. 
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Mr. Anprews. That is right, with the exception of the initials. It 
is “A. D.,” not “A. B.” 

Mr. McSuane. No. 22. July 16,1955. Raymond Peterson’s truck 
was fired on at approximately 9 p. m., approximately 20 miles east of 
McMinnville, Tenn. 

Mr. Anprews. That is correct. 

Mr. McSuane. No. 23. July 23,1955. A bomb was thrown into the 
B. & S. terminal lot at Charlotte, N. C., which came to rest and ex- 
ploded between 2 automobiles, inflicting considerable damage on the 
2 cars. No personal injuries were sustained. 

Mr. Anvrews. That is correct. 

Mr. McSuane. No. 24. August 15, 1955. V. H. Williams’ truck 
was fired upon from an automobile parked in a side road 5 miles east 
of Collierville, Tenn. Several bullets punctured his left front tire 
and fender skirt just above the running board. 

Mr. Anprews. That is correct. 

Mr. McSuane. No. 25. August 19, 1955. On Highway 70, ap- 
proximately 5 miles west of Rockwood, Tenn., someone fired on 
Javis Robertson’s truck with a high-powered rifle from a car 
parked in a side road. A bullet penetrated a right front fender 
which was very heavy metal material and then went all the way 
through the right front tire. 

Mr. Anprews. That is right. 

Mr. McSuane. No. 26. August 31, 1955. William Sherill, a col- 
ored delivery boy for the Safety Service Co. in Nashville, was run off 
by pickets with a shotgun, when he approached the terminal to make a 
delivery. 

Mr. Anprews. That is right. 

Mr. McSuane. No. 27. September 17, 1955. A two-tone green 
Pontiac followed James Morris from the picket line out to Elm Hill 
Road and fired two shotgun blasts into his truck. One blast hit his 
left front fender and smashed the direction signal. The other blast 
hit the rear view mirror and came inside the cab behind the driver’s 
head. Morris supplied an affidavit to Andrews supporting this 
statement. 

Mr. Anprews. That is correct. 

Mr. McSuane. No. 28. September 22, 1955. At 3 a. m., at a point 
approximately 5 miles east of Nashville, on Highway 70, a shotgun 
blast was fired at William Sawyer’struck. The blast went just in front 
of the windshield and hit the rear-view window on the right side of 
the truck. Particles of the burning powder burned the face of the 
driver and his helper. 

Mr. Anprews. That is correct. 

Mr.McSuane. No.29. September 24,1955. A bomb was placed on 
the left rear tires of B. & S. trailer No. 18 and exploded while the 
trailer was parked on the McKenzie Pajama Co. plant at McKenzie, 
Tenn. Damages to the unit and freight were approximately $2,500. 

Mr. Anprews. That is correct. 

Mr. McSnane. No. 30. September 25, 1955. At 2 a. m. approx- 
imately 3 miles west of Montery, Tenn., on U. S. Highway 70, three 
shots in rapid succession were fired on Fred Baker and the truck he 
was driving, which was owned by Heaton Brothers of Roane Moun- 
tain, Tenn., who had a contract with B. & S. Motor Lines at the time. 
None of the shots hit the driver of the truck. 
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Mr. Anprews. That is correct. 

Mr. McSuane. No. 31. September 26, 1955. Harold Seymore 
and his truck were fired on at 12:30 a. m., at a point between Cross- 
ville and Rockwood, Tenn., on United States Highway 70. Fortu- 
nately the blast missed the driver and the truck by barely going over 
the top of the cab and a few inches above the driver's head. 

Mr. Anprews. That is correct. 

Mr. McSuane. No. 32. October 21,1955. At 2:30 a.m. on High- 

way 70, 2 miles west of Livingston, Tenn., Raymond Peterson was 
fired upon, apparently from an automatic shotgun. Three shots of 

rapid succession struck the left front part of the cab of the truck. 
No personal injury was sustained. 

Mr. Anvrews. That is correct, with the exception of the town being 
“Lebanon” instead of “Livingston.” 

The Cuarrman. Lebanon ? 

Mr. Anprews. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McSuane. No. 33. October 27, 1955. At 9:30 p. m. three 
shots were fired from an old model Hudson automobile as it passsed 
the front of the B. & S. terminal in Charlotte, N.C. 

Mr. Anprews. That is correct. 

Mr. McSuane. No. 34. November 21, 1955. At approximately 
6 p. m. James T. Bruce was slugged by an unknown assailant as he 
was leaving Martin’s Restaurant on Murfreesboro Road, in Nash- 
ville, Tenn., where he and several other B. & S. contractors had just 
completed their dinner. 

The Cuarrman. Is that the slugging that you secured a conviction 
for? 

Mr. Anprews. Yes, sir. Of course the status of the case presently 
is that it is under appeal. They have appealed the lower court’s in- 
dictment to the State supreme court. 

The Cuarrman. I understand from you, from this statement, that 
the man who actually did the slugging has not been identified. 

Mr. Anprews. He has not been. 

The CHatrmMan. So the two who are convicted are for accessories, 
are they ? 

Mr. Anprews. Conspiracy. 

The Cuarrman. All right; proceed. 

Mr. McSuane. Perry ‘Canaday and Shorty Richardson of local 327 
in Nashville were convicted of conspiracy in February 1957, in con- 
nection with this crime. 

Mr. Kennepy. I think we have had testimony on all this. That 
is it as far as we have it. Do you have something to supplement 
that ? 

Mr. Anprews. No, sir; that is all. 

The Cuarrman. Let me ask you what has happened. These inde- 
pendent contractors have been organized ? 

Mr. Anprews. No, sir; not these, to my knowledge. They have 
never been organized. 

The Carman. How many were actually involved that they were 
trying to organize when all this violence was being committed ? 

“Mr. Anprews. About 50 men. 

The Cuatrman. There had been about 50 of those independent 
contractors ? 
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Mr. Anprews. Well, the independent contractors plus their em- 
ployees. 

The Cuarrman. Plusthe employees? 

Mr. Anprews. Yes. 

The Cuarrman. In other words, there were about 50 people that 
they were trying to organize. 

Mr. Anprews. That is right, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Some or all of this violence at least was committed 
during the period of time covered here from the first incident read to 
you by Mr. McShane down to the last incident of the slugging ¢ 

Mr. Anprews. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. Yet they have not succeeded in organizing them? 

Mr. Anprews. No, sir. 

The CHarrMan. Those people down there are made of pretty strong 
stuff, aren’t they, to resist all this? 

Mr. Anprews. Yes,sir. I believe so. 

Senator Curtis. Has the National Labor Relations Board made a 
ruling as to their status and did they find that they were something 
other than employees? 

Mr. Anprews. No, sir; that still stands. You mean other than 
independent contractors? 

Senator Curtis. Yes. In other words, they found that they were 
not employees ? 

Mr. Anprews. Yes, sir; that is right, and that ruling still stands. 

Senator Curtis. Now were each and every one of these acts of 
violence reported to law officers ? 

Mr. Anprews. Yes, sir. There may have been 1 or 2 of the lesser 
ones that were not reported. Certainly these that you heard about 
here were reported. 

Senator Curtis. Was there ever any roundup of men who were 
carrying guns in the picket line or elsewhere ? 

Mr. Anprews. No, sir; not to my knowledge. The guns that were 
maintained on the picket lines so far as I know were shotguns or 
something they could say they could legally keep there. We pro- 

tested of course to the law-enforcement people. They said unless we 
could prove that they had them out there for some purpose of damag- 
ing somebody’s property or injuring somebody bodily, they could not 
do anything about removing them. 

Senator Curtis. But there were shots fired from the picket line; 
were there not ? 

Mr. Anprews. Yes, sir. 

Senator Curtis. Did they say what other kind of proof they 
wanted ? 

Mr. Anprews. No, sir; except to say that the fellow could have been 
shooting at birds or something like that, and they didn’t know. They 
had no proof of what they were shooting at. 

Senator Curtis. Did you have any proof of what they hit? 

Mr. Anprews. No, sir. 

Senator Curtis. They did hit your terminal in one instance ? 

Mr. Anprews. That shot came from an automobile passing by. 
Those two shots came from an automobile passing by where the picket 
line was. Asa matter of fact there never was what I consider a picket 
line. What they did was come out there and pitch a tent, a group of 
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them cowered under that, and apparently used it as a base of opera- 
tions to follow these trucks out on the highway. 

Senator Curtis. Is it legal to hunt birds there at that plant? 

Mr. Anprews. Well, sir, I don’t know. I can’t answer that one. 

Senator Curtis. Are there any birds there to shoot at ? 

Mr. Anprews. No, sir; unless it would be sparrows or something 
like that. 

Senator Curtis. Sparrows? 

Mr. Anprews. Yes, sir. 

Senator Curtis. Did ay newspaper take this matter up, and 
present the facts to the public ? 

Mr. Anprews. Yes, sir; the Banner and the Nashville Tennessean 
both ran extensive stories on the matter, and in fact at one point, at 
least, I believe they listed the acts of violence in chronological order 
about as we have listed them here, or at least most of them. 

Senator Curtis. My sympathies are certainly with the people who 
suffered from these acts of violence. Of course, until this committee 
completes its work, it cannot be ascertained just what legislation would 
be suggested. But it seems to me it is going to be impossible for the 
Government of the United States to provide a police force for every 
county and every city and every loc wits, I hope out of this investi- 
gation here, the good people of these communities involved will be 
aroused. I am satisfied they are in the majority, and certainly they 
can elect some officers who will maintain law and order. I hope that 
can be done. 

Mr. Kennepy. What is your opinion as to the amount of law en- 
forcement that existed as far as the violence that occurred against you 
and your employees and your company was concerned $ ‘Were you 
satisfied or dissatisfied ? 

Mr. Anprews. Well, sir, of course, I was not satisfied. I would 
not have been satisfied with anything short of a very vigorous investi- 
gation resulting in conviction of each person responsible for each 
incident. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you find a vigorous investigation 

Mr. Anprews. Not in all cases; no, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you find it in a majority of the cases ? 

Mr. Anprews. No, sir; | would say in the very minority of the cases 
was there vigorous investigation. I can only testify to those that I 
helped do the investigating. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you involved or did you try to do some of the 
investigative work yourself ? 

Mr. Anprews. I did do some of it, along with some of the law- 
enforcement officers. 

Mr. Kennepy. Where there was some shootings, two shootings that 
occurred, did you investigate that, on June 1 2. I believe? 

Mr. ANpREWs. Yes, sir, Idid. I setigated. or at least made part 
of the investigation along with Officer Rey nolds of the Tennessee 
Bureau of Identification. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did Officer Reynolds express to you any feeling 
about investigating a matter in which a labor union was involved, or 
a labor dispute ? 

Mr. Anprews I believe Mr. Reynolds did remark to me at one point 
that he felt more comfortable with someone with him on the investi- 
gation. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Did hesay anything else in connection with it! 

Mr. Anprews. I believe that is about the extent of it, sir. 

The Cuarrman. You shared that comfort, did you not, whether you 
were with him or someone else ? 

Mr. Anprews. I believe we were mutually with that feeling, sir. _ 

Mr. Kennepy. Did he say there was any difficulty in proceeding in 
cases such as this ? 

Mr. Anprews. I don’t recall him making that statement. We dis- 
cussed the matter. At various times the matter of difficulty in investi- 
gating acts arising from labor violence was discussed. Actually I 
don’t know what Mr. Reynolds’ feelings were in the matter, but I 
have felt personally that in the case of some law-enforcement officials 
they were a little bit hesitant to really go all out and investigate 
vigorously these incidents arising from labor trouble and violence from 
labor trouble. 

Mr. Kennepy. What would you say were the losses to you and your 
company in connection with this problem that you had with the team- 
sters union that you have discussed with us today ? 

Mr. Anprews. We have arrived at what we consider a fair estimate 
on that, and that is $110,000. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you have that broken down at all? 

Mr. Anprews. No, sir; not in detail. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is loss or damage to your property, and loss of 
business ? 

Mr. Anprews. Damage to our property, and loss of anticipated 
profits. In other words, it is comparing the period that the labor 
trouble went on with the immediate similar period, immediate past 
similar period. That would indicate that our business would have 
been at about that level, and that being the case, we would have antici- 
pated profits of so much. We gaged that part of the damage on that 
basis, and not on loss of gross revenue, mind you, but on the loss of 
difficulty. That loss of profits was brought about by the damage to 
our property, by the invoking of the “hot cargo” clauses on our con- 
necting carriers, which cut off the biggest source of our business, you 
see. 

Mr. Kennepy. What would be the gross business that you feel that 
you have lost during this period ? 

Mr. Anprews. We were doing immediately prior to the labor 
trouble, a gross business of approximately $115,000 or $120,000 a 
month. Immediately after the invoking of the “hot cargo” clause and 
all of the other trouble, our business dropped to about $75,000 a month, 
gross. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is about $40,000 each month ? 

Mr. Anprews. That’s right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Of gross business that you lost during this period 
of time? 

Mr. Anprews. That’s correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. And that lasted for over 10 months, did it not, or 
about 12 months ? 

Mr. Anprews. Approximately that; yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. So that would be over $400,000. 

Mr. Anprews. In gross business; yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Between $400,000 and $500,000; is that right ? 

Mr. Anprews. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Kennepy. I think that is all. 

Perhaps there is one more thing. There was one man mentioned 
that was shot, and you had an independent contractor that was shot, 
is that right, who was actually hit ¢ 

Mr. Anprews. That was.A. D. McKinney. 

Mr. Kennepy. He was working for you at the time ? 

Mr. Anprews. Under a contract. 

Mr. Kennepy. Asan independent contractor / 

Mr. Anprews. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is all. 

The Cuamman. What ishiscondition? Did he recover / 

Mr. Anprews. Not completely, sir. He has what I believe to be 
permanent injuries as a result of it. 

The CuarMan. Thank you very much. 

Call the next witness. 

Mr. Kennepy. I want to call Mr. Duffy briefly. Mr. Andrews has 
testified as to the injunction that was put on the union and the activ- 
ities of the union during this period of time and Mr. Duffy has made 
an examination of the ee of the teamsters union to determine 
what their attitude was toward that injunction, and I would like to 
have him tell the results of that. 

The Carman. You will remain under your oath, Mr. Duffy, and 
proceed with your testimony as to the investigation you made and the 
examination of the records of the teamsters union and the local and 
whatever they reflect. 


TESTIMONY OF LaVERN J. DUFFY—Resumed 


Mr. Dorry. I have examined the minute book of teamster local 327 
in Nashville, Tenn., and I made a photostatic copy of the minutes of 
October 16, 1955, when a special meeting was called. I would like to 
read one excerpt from those minutes. 

The Cuatrman. The entire minutes may be made an exhibit for 
reference, exhibit No. 4, and you may read excerpts therefrom. 

(Document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 4” for reference 
and may be found in the files of the select committee. ) 

Mr. Durry. “Brother King, teamster business agent out of Nash- 
ville, stated B. & S. finally got an injunction but we were going to 
ignore because we had already put up new signs and had their freight 
cut off in Memphis.” 

The Cuarrman. Isthere anything further? 

Mr. Kennepy. That isall. 

The Cuarrman. Call the next witness. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. McKinney. 

The Cuatrman. Do you solemnly swear that the evidence you shall 
give before this Senate select committee shall be the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. McKinney. I do, sir. 


TESTIMONY OF A. D. McKINNEY 
The CuarrmMan. State your name, your place of residence, and your 


business or occupation. 
Mr. McKinney. My name is A. D. McKinney, and I am a resident 
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of South Carolina, and I am an independent lease operator for Thurs- 
ton Motor Lines. 

The CuatmrMan. You waive counsel, do you, Mr. McKinney ? 

Mr. McKinney. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. I can explain to you that you have the right to have 
an attorney present to advise you while you testify, as to your legal 
rights, if you desire. Do you waive counsel ? 

Mr. McKinney. Yes,sir. 

The CuarrmMan. Thank you very much. 

Allright, Mr. Kennedy, proceed. 

Mr. Kennevy. Your name is spelled M-c-K-i-n-n-e-y; is that right? 

Mr. McKinney. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And your first name is what? 

Mr. McKinney. A. D. McKinney. 

Mr. Kennepy. You were driving a truck for the B. & S. Motor 
Lines? 

Mr. McKinney. No, sir; I had a truck leased to B. & S. 

Mr. Kennepy. You were an independent contractor doing work 
for them ? 

Mr. McKinney. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. During this period of time, 1954 and 1955, there were 
attempts by the teamsters union to organize you; is that right? 

Mr. McKinney. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. There were not ? 

Mr. McKinney. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Weren’t the teamsters attempting to organize that 
company ¢ 

Mr. McKinney. Well, they were attempting to organize it, but they 
never did approach me. 

Mr. Kennepy. But they were attempting to organize the company, 
and that would have included the independent contractors, although 
you yourself were not approached; is that right ? 

Mr. McKinney. That’s right. 

Mr. Krennepy. Now, on June 23, 1955, while you were driving a 
truck, were you fired upon ? 

Mr. McKinney. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And where wasthat? Where did that occur? 

Mr. McKinney. That occurred between Hot Springs, N. C., and 
Marshall, N.C. 

Mr. Kennepy. And it was on the North Carolina side? 

Mr. McKinney. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You were in North Carolina? 

Mr. McKinney. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Could you tell us what occurred ¢ 

Mr. McKinney. An automobile met us on a curve and fired. 

Mr. Kennepy. It did what? 

Mr. McKinney. An automobile met us on a curve and fired upon 
us and never stopped, and it just kept on going. 

Mr. Kennepy. It was coming from the opposite direction ? 

Mr. McKinney. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. As you were going around a corner they fired ? 

Mr. McKinney. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did any of the bullets hit the truck ? 
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Mr. McKinney. Not that we could tell; no. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did anything occur after that? Could you identify 
them ? 

Mr. McKinney. I couldn’t identify the automobile. 

Mr. Kennepy. But you reported it to your employer or to Mr. 
Andrews? : 

Mr. McKinney. I was en route to Charlotte, N. C., and as soon as I 
got in I reported it. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then did something occur on July 10, 1955, near 
Lebanon, Tenn. ? 

Mr. McKinney. I was fired upon approximately 2 or 3 miles west 
of Lebanon, and a car was meeting me that time. 

Mr. Kennepy. Could you identify that at all ? 

Mr. McKinney. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did theshot hit the truck or hit your car? 

Mr. McKinney. I never did get a chance to find out. 

Mr. Kenneny. Did anything else occur that evening ? 

Mr. McKinney. Yes, sir; in approximaately 10 more miles 

Mr. Kennepy. During this period of time were you frightened about 
driving your truck ? 

Mr. McKrinny. No, sir; not too much. 

Mr. Kennepy. Even though you had been shot at twice already ? 

Mr. McKinney. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. It didn’t frighten you? 

Mr. McKinney. No; not too much. 

The CHarrman. Why? Because you thought 

Mr. McKinney. Because I didn’t think they would shoot inten- 
tionally to kill, and I thought they were just shooting at tires and 
stuff like that, and that is why I wasn’t frightened too much. 

The Cuarrman. You didn’t think that they were actually shooting 
to hit you ? 

Mr. McKinney. Not to kill me or to hit anybody. 

The CuatrMan. Did you learn differently ? 

Mr. McKinney. Yes, sir; about 10 more miles I learned differently. 

The Cuarrman. What happened then ? 

Mr. McKinney. Ten more miles, an automobile going the same di- 
rection I was going pulled up alongside of my tractor, and apparently 
the blast came from the back seat of the automobile and it was a shot- 
gun blast; and so, by the way the flare was, they must have fired both 
barrels, because it just blinded me for a few minutes. 

The CuHarrman. Were they shooting just at the truck or the tires 
at that time ? 

Mr. McKinney. No, sir. The shot hit me in the left arm, and the 
left side of the truck. 

The Cuarrman. And your elbow in here? 

Mr. McKinney. Yes, sir. 

The Cuareman. Is that where it hit you? 

Mr. McKinney. Yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. Could it have killed you ? 

Mr. McKinney. Yes, sir, if it had been raised or if the barrel had 
been raised another inch he would probably have killed me. 

The Cxuarrman. But you having your elbow out there, it saved your 


life ? 
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Mr. McKinney. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And having it,that much lower saved your life; is 
that right? 

Mr. McKinney. Well, and having the barrel that much lower, I 
would say, it saved me. 

Mr. Kennepy. What happened after that? What did you do? 

Mr. McKinney. Well, at that time, I kind of turned loose of the 
steering wheel, and I like to run off the left-hand side of the road, and 
I pulled the tractor-trailer back into the road and an automobile slowed 
down in front of me. 

Mr. Kennepy. The same automobile ? 

Mr. McKinney. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you thought they might shoot at you again ? 

Mr. McKinney. Yes, sir, I thought they were going to shoot again. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did they shoot again ? 

Mr. McKinney. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you keep driving your truck in, then ? 

Mr. McKinney. Yes, sir; and I drove the truck to Donaldson which 
was about 10 miles. 

Mr. Kennepy. What happened there? 

Mr. McKinney. The police in Donaldson stopped me because I was 
weaving back and forth across the road and they wanted to know 
what was wrong with me and I told them I had been shot. We parked 
the truck and he took me to the hospital in his automobile. 

Mr. Kennepy. You were taken to a hospital ? 

Mr. McKinney. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did the hospital find out? What did they 
diagnose had happened ? 

Mr. McKinney. They found the bone had been shattered. 

Mr. Kennepy. What was that ? 

Mr. McKinney. The bone had been shattered. 

Mr. Kennepy. The bone in your elbow had been shattered ? 

Mr. McKinney. Yes, sir, and they wanted to wait awhile until all, 
and it was messed up full of shot and they wanted to wait for about a 
week until it cleared up before they could operate on it, and during 
that time I went to the terminal and I was operated on there. 

Mr. KenNepy. Do you have any injuries or any effect from the 
wound, the shotgun wound ? 

Mr. McKinney. Yes, sir, the shotgun tore all of the nerve system 
up in my left arm, and left my two fingers numb. 

Mr. Kennepy. You can still drive a truck, however. 

Mr. McKinney. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Does it give you any pain at the present time? 

Mr. McKinney. Yes, sir, it does. 

Mr. Kennepy. So you still feel it and you have lost the feeling in 
two of your fingers ? 

Mr. McKinney. Yes, sir. 

The CHatrMan. Have you ever joined a union yet ¢ 

Mr. McKinney. No, sir. 

The Cuarrman. You don’t like that kind of life? 

Mr. McKinney. No, sir. 

Senator Curtis. Was anyone ever arrested for this? 

Mr. McKinney. No, sir, not that I know of. 
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Senator Curtis. Was an investigation made ¢ 

Mr. McKinney. Yes, sir. 

Senator Curtis. Was anyone ever picked up or questioned 

Mr. McKinney. Not that I know of. 

The CuHarrman. Had the car from which the shot came preced- 
ed you up the highway? In other words, did you drive along behind 
it and did you follow it ¢ 

Mr. McKinney. No, sir. In fact, the automobile which I was shot 
from apparently had come up and approached me from the back 
pretty fast, and in fact I didn’t even know it was back there until it 
was up alongside of me. 

The Cuarrman. What I am talking about is you said you swerved 
and nearly went off the highway to the left and you pulled the car 
back on the road, and this car slowed down in front of you. 

Mr. McKinney. Yes, sir, and the automobile when he shot, he kept 
on going up in front of me. 

The CHatrrman. He was in front of you, but he slowed down and 
you were apprehensive that he might shoot again ! 

Mr. Mckinney. Yes, sir, because I have a truck, and it has the 
whole front of it—— 

The Cuarrman. And he got in front of you / 

Mr. McKinney. Yes, sir. 

The Carman. Did you follow him? You drove on in, and did 
you observe the car and could you follow it ¢ 

Mr. McKinney. Well, no, sir, I started pulling on up toward where 
he was and when I got up pretty close to him, he pulled on away fast 
and he left and I never saw him again. 

The Cuarrman. He did proceed up ahead of you ? 

Mr. McKinney. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrman. And you drove about 10 miles and a policeman 
stopped you? 

Mr. McKinney. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Do you think the policeman had any information 
that you had been shot ? 

Mr. McKinney. That I couldn’t answer. 

The Cuairman. He observed that you were not driving properly ? 

Mr. McKinney. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And something was wrong with your driving and 
therefore he stopped ns 

Mr. McKinney. That’s right. 

The Cuarmrman. Do you know whether that policeman ever made 
any inquiry to check on what car had passed ahead of you ? 

Mr. Mckinney. No, sir, I don’t know. 

The Cuairman. Did he ever take any interest in the case and come 
back and try to talk to you about it? 

Mr. McKinney. The sheriff of Lebanon came up there and asked 
me if I knew what kind of an automobile it was, and who shot me, 
and that, as far as I know, is all. 

The Cuarrman. Did they ever contact you any more after that? 

Mr. McKinney. No, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Did you ever hear any more about an investiga- 
tion of it after that? 

Mr. McKinney. No, sir, I never did. 
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The Cuarrman. All right, Mr. Kennedy. 

Mr. Kennepy. You might just show us the place where you were 
shot. Could you roll up your sleeve there ¢ 

Mr. McKinney. Y es, Sir. 

(The witness uncovered his arm.) 

The Cuairman. The photographers may make pictures of it, and 
a picture of the injuries may be made exhibit No. 5. 

(Photograph referred to will be marked “Exhibit No. 5” for 
reference and may be found in the files of the select committee.) 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you give up driving a truck after that? 

Mr. McKinney. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you frightened then ? 

Mr. McKinney. No, sir; I was more alert, though. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you start carrying a gun yourself then? 

Mr. McKinney. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. But you never had to use it; is that right? 

Mr. McKinney. No, sir, I never did get a chance to use it. 

The CuarrMaNn, You never got a chance / 

Mr. McKinney. No. 

The Cuatrman. Is there anything further ? 

I notice the time. Counsel advises the Chair that it is time we 
could properly recess, and so we will stand in recess until 10 o’clock 
in the morning. 

(Thereupon, at 4:40 p. m., the select committee recessed, to re- 
convene at 10 a. m., Friday, December 6, 1957.) 

(Members of the select committe present: Senators McClellan and 
Curtis. ) 
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INVESTIGATION OF IMPROPER ACTIVITIES IN THE 
LABOR OR MANAGEMENT FIELD 





FRIDAY, DECEMBER 6, 1957 


Unrrep Srates SENATE, 
SeLect CoMMITTEE ON ImprRoPER ACTIVITIES 
IN THE LABor OR MANAGEMENT FIELD, 
Washington, D.C. 

The select committee reconvened at 10 a. m., pursuant to Senate 
Resolution 74, agreed to January 30, 1957, in the caucus room, Senate 
Office Building, Senator John L. McClellan (chairman of the select 
committee) presiding. 

Present: Senator John L. McClellan, Democrat, Arkansas; Senator 
Carl T. Curtis, Republican, Nebraska. 

Also present: Robert F. Kennedy, chief counsel; LaVern J. Duffy, 
investigator; James P. McShane, investigator; Ruth Y. Watt, chief 
clerk. 

The Cuarman. The committee will be in order. 

(Members of the committee present at the convening of the session : 
Senators McClellan and Curtis. ) 

The Cuarrman. Call the first witness. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. John Reynolds. 

The CuarrmMan. Do you solemnly swear that the evidence you shall 
give before this Senate select committee shall be the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God ¢ 

Mr. Reynotps. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF JOHN T. REYNOLDS 


The Cuarrman. State your name, your place of residence, and your 
business or occupation. 

Mr. Reynoups. John T. Reynolds, investigator with the Tennessee 
Bureau of Criminal Identification; I live at 2808 East Fifth Avenue, 
Knoxville, Tenn. 

The CHairman. How long have you held that position, Mr. 
Reynolds ? 

Mr. Reynotps. I have been with the bureau since April 1953. 

The CHarrMan. Do you waive counsel ? 

Mr. Rreynotps. Yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. Thank you. 

Mr. Kennepy. What investigative experience had you had prior to 
that time? 

Mr. Rreynotps. I investigated arson for the State fire marshal’s 
office of Tennessee for 14 years. 

Mr. Kennepy. You were an agent for the Tennessee Bureau of 
Criminal Investigation in 1955? 
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Mr. Reyno.ps. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And specifically in June of 1955 ? 

Mr. Reynonps. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you instructed to investigate 2 shootings that 
took place on June 12, 19552 

Mr. Reynotps. I was. 

Mr. Kennepy. And they were shootings that occurred in connection 
with the B. & S. Trucking Co.; is that right! ? 

Mr. REYNOLDs. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, Mr. Chairman, we had a witness who testified 
yesterday regarding the acts of violence against his company, the 
B. & S. Trucking Co.; and we are going today, this morning, with this 
first witness into 2 of the shootings that took place on the night of 
June 12, I believe, 1955. 

Mr. Reynoxps. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. Could you tell us what the facts were and then what 
you found in your investigation ? 

Mr. Reynoxps. I first learned of this through a call to my office and 
they instructed me to meet Mr. Paul Andrews in Knoxville, who 
would go over some of the facts of the case. I did this, and on Tues- 
day morning I started an investigation. That was the 14th. 

Mr. Kennepy. That was on June 14? 

Mr. Reynotps. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, the shootings, as I understand it, one had 
taken place at 11:15 on the night of June 12, approximately, and one 
at 11:45; is that right? 

Mr. Reynoxps. That is correct, so far as the drivers told me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Where had those shootings taken place / 

Mr. Reyno.tps. One of them was just inside of Knox C ounty, be- 
fore you got to the Sevier County line, on the Ashville Highway, out 
of Knoxv Fille, between Knoxville and Dandridge. The other one was 
just about probably 214 or 3 miles further, in Sevier County. 

Mr. Kennepy. They were not on the same highway ? 

Mr. Reynotps. On the same highway. 

Mr. Kennepy. Highway 70? 

Mr. Reyno ps. Highw: ay 70; yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did Mr. Andrews give you information that he 
thought the one responsible for the shooting had registered at a hotel 
under an alias? 

Mr. Reyrnoips. He gave me information that William Smith had 
registered in the hotel. 

The CuHarrMan. What is that? 

Mr. Reynotps. William Arthur Smith, who was business agent for 
the teamsters, local 327, in Nashville, I believe. 

Mr. Kennepy. He had registered at the Hotel Farragut; is that 
right? 

Mr. Reynotps. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. So did you check that ! 

Mr. Reynotps. Yes, sir; I first contacted the clerk who was on duty 
at the time he checked in. He came there about 6:45 on Sunday 
morning and drove into the garage, according to the attendant there, 
and he called the clerk and asked if he could get a room. He told him 
he could and he left without giving him a name; so he asked him his 
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name. He gave his name as Tommy Jackson. Then the attendant 
in the garage, he also takes the license number down, which he did, 
and he put down Tommy Jackson on the ticket. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did he give his address at that time ? 

Mr. Reynotps. He did not. 

Mr. Kennepy. He did not give his address? 

Mr. Reynotps. No. Then he went up to the desk and the clerk 
said that he set a pint of liquor on the desk and registered as Tommy 
Jackson, and put no address whatsoever. It was a lady and she told 
him she wanted an address on the registration, and he just put down 
Nashville, Tenn. ; that is all he put. 

The CuHatrman. Did you secure the registration card from the 
hotel ¢ 

Mr. Reyno.ps. I did not myself, but I saw the registration card. 

The Cuarrman. Would you recognize it if you saw it? 

Mr. Reynoxps. I am not sure, but it seemed like Mr. Andrews has 
got the card. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Reyno.ps. So I talked also to the garage man that night, that 
was on duty Sunday night, when this same man, Tommy Jackson, 
caine down to get his car. By reason of no address, they put ac. o. d. 
before they would let him take the car out. So he had to call up the 
clerk and get that straightened out, and the garage man said he left 
ina hurry. This was about between 10:30 and 10: 40 Sunday night. 

The CuatrMan. Sunday night? 

Mr. Reynotps. Yes, sir, and the reason the attendant said he was 
certain of that time, was because the night clerk came on duty at 10:30, 
and he had just come on. 

Mr. Kennepy. Sunday was June 12, was it not ? 

Mr. Reyno.ps. June 12, that is right. 

The driver of the first truck told me that that occurred at 11:15 
and this car had passed them and then turned around and passed them 
going in the same direction, as I understand it, and they turned around 
and he felt pretty sure it was the same car. Of course, he could not 
see too well with the bright lights shining on him in the face, and he 
stated that the car had the bright lights on and therefore he could 
not see it too good. They shot into the truck, and he did not know 
the truck had been hit until he had gotten over in North Carolina, 
wherever he was headed, and he stopped and he found that one of his 
tires was just worn tothreads. One bullet had gone through the inside 
right rear of the tractor. This tire had a bullet inside of it, which 
was worn slick with no markings on it whatsoever. 

Then the other truck was shot into in the same way, by a car shining 
its bright lights on him and that shot hit the hood of the car, rico- 
cheted through the windshield right in front of the driver, and hit the 
steering wheel and dropped to the floor. I have that bullet which has 
fairly good markings on it. But we have never been able to locate 
the gun. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were either one of these drivers able to identify the 
ear at all? 

Mr. Reynotps. No more than to say it looked like it was similar. 

Mr. Kennepy. Similar to what? 

Mr. Rreynoups. Well, the car I am speaking of is the car that Smith 
used which was a Buick, 1955 red and white Buick. 
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The Cuatrman. Red and white? 

Mr. Reynotps. I believe that was the color. 

Mr. Kennepy. So the driver who was shot at was able to identify 
what he thought was a Buick and the colors were red and white, and 
when you checked Mr. Tommy Jackson’s car at this hotel, who in 
reality was Mr. W. A. Smith, he also had a Buick which was red and 
white; isn’t that right ? 

Mr. Reyno.tps. That is right. Now, the driver at the time did not 
say it was red and white, and he said it was a light colored car, and 
the car of the first truck that was shot at, where this car passed him, he 
said it was similar to the car that had passed him and it must have 
turned around and come back. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you ask him what color it was? 

Mr. Reyrnotps. Yes, but he was not definite in it, and he just said 
a light car. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did either one of them mention that the color of the 
car was red and white; one of them at least said they thought it was a 
1954 or 1955 Buick; did they not ? 

Mr. Reynotps. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And this car that you found registered in the name 
of Tommy Jackson was a Buick; was it not ? 

Mr. Reynotps. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And didn’t one of them give the color of the car ? 

Mr. Reynoxps. I will have to look at the data I have. I have state- 
ments. 

One of them said it was sort of yellow—that was Robertson—Cope- 
land said it was a light-colored car. That is all I have got in their 
two statements, Mr. Kennedy. 

Mr. Kennepy. All right. One of the drivers said the shooting 
occurred around 11: 15, and the other around 11: 45? 

Mr. Reynotps. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you check any further to find out what the 
activities of “Mr. Tommy Jackson” or Mr. Smith were ? 

Mr. Rreynotps. Of course, I had already found, after I had found 
out who he was, and I did that definitely by checking his baggage which 
the police had under lock there at the hotel. 

Mr. Kennepy. By checking his luggage, you found out that “Mr. 
Tommy Jackson” was in fact W. A. Smith ? 

Mr. Reynotps. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. The business agent from local 327 in Nashville; is 
that right? 

Mr. Reynotps. That is right. 

Now, the automobile was not registered in his name, and it was 
registered in the name of Bobby Marstan of Nashville. I checked 
that through the highway patrol and at the same time I had an agent 
out of Nashville office try and contact him, but I later contacted him 
myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. He isthe teamster official in Nashville? 

Mr. Reyno.tps. Yes; he has some connection with the union. 

Mr. Kennepy. He is a member of the teamsters union ? 

Mr. Reynotps. Yes. He told me at the time that he had loaned the 
car to William Arthur Smith, and that he had not brought it back 
yet. So he told what it was, Buick, 1955 Buick, red and white, which 





ed De 


Oe OC weer 


ww 


vs 


SK OP ae 


IMPROPER ACTIVITIES IN THE LABOR FIELD 7117 


tallied with the one Smith was driving in Knoxville. Now, then, at 
11:45, after the last shot was fired, that distance from Maryville, 
Tenn., in my opinion, is approximately 45 minutes to an hour ride. 
At 12: 45 at Maryville Hospital they admitted William Arthur Smith 
as a patient, and he had a shot through his left arm that went in up 
here and came out on the inside here. 

Mr. Kennepy. This is the same man ? 

Mr. Reynotps. That is the same man who left the hotel at 10: 30 to 
10: 40 approximately. 

Mr. Kennepy. And he came to the hospital at 12: 45? 

Mr. Reynotps. That is right; that was an hour exactly after the 
time that the drivers gave me for the last shooting. 

Mr. Kennepy. And from the spot of the last shooting to the hospital 
was approximately an hour’s drive; is that right ¢ 

Mr. Rreynotps. Approximately. 

Mr. Kennepy. And he had a shot in his arm ? 

Mr. Reynowps. That is right. It had gone all of the way through 
and there wasn’t any shot in it. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you inquire at the hospital about it ? 

Mr. Reynoups. Yes, sir; and I talked to the doctor who attended 
him and admitted him. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did they tell you ? 

Mr. Reynoups. They stated that William Arthur Smith, of Nash- 
ville, Tenn., was registered in Maryville Hospital at 12:45 a. m., 
June 13. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did they tell you that he refused to give any informa- 
tion regarding how the wound occurred ? 

Mr. Reynotps. Yes, sir. He wouldn’t give them any information, 
and refused to give any history of former accidents or sickness, which 
he had had, which was customary in the hospital. 

Mr. Kennepy. He refused to give them any information at all and 
he would not tell them specifically as to how this gunshot wound had 
occurred in his arm ? 

Mr. Reynotps. No; other than to say that a friend of his did it 
accidentally. That, by the way, is what he told me, and he said there 
wasn’t any law against being shot and he wasn’t going to tell anything, 
that a friend of his did it and he didn’t want to implicate him in 
anything. 

Mr. Kennepy. He would not tell you anything further ? 

Mr. Reynowps. He wouldn’t even talk about it. 

Mr. Kennepy. He would not talk to you other than to say a friend 
did it and it was not a crime to be shot by a friend; is that right? 

Mr. Reynoxps. That is all. Here is what I put down as his state- 
ment: 

William Arthur Smith stated the gunshot wound was accidental and it was 
not in violation of law to get shot. It was done by a close friend, and he did 
not want to implicate him or any of his friends and he refused to answer any 
other questions. 

Mr. Kennepy. What was your theory as to what had occurred, as 
of this time ? 

Mr. Reynotps. Well, naturally my theory was that he left the 
hotel just in time to go out and be present at the time that this shooting 
occurred. 
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Mr. Kennepy. It was perfectly obvious he was on that highway, 
because he went in that area, and he went to that hospital. 

Mr. Reynotps. Well, that was going in the opposite direction from 
Knoxville. 

Mr. Kennepy. You can always turn around. 

Mr. Reyrnotps. Yes, sir; but it wasn’t too far from the sero: 

Mr. Kennepy. It was not too far from the scene of the shooting 
was it ? 

Mr. Reynowps. No, sir; it was, as I said it was, approximately an 
hour or less drive from where the shooting occurred. 

Senator Curtis. Now, when was Smith interviewed ? 

Mr. Reynowps. He was interviewed on the 15th. 

Senator Curtis. On the 15th ? 

Mr. Reynoxps. Yes, sir. 

Senator Curtis. Whereabouts ? 

Mr. Reynoxps. In the hospital. 

Senator Curtis. By whom / 

Mr. Reyno.ps. By me. 

Senator Curtis. Who else was present ¢ 

Mr. Reynotps. I don’t believe anyone went with me up there. 

Senator Curtis. Was that the only time he was interviewed ? 

Mr. Reyno.ps. Yes, sir. 

Senator Curtis. And he was a patient in the hospital at the time? 

Mr. Reynowps. Yes, sir. He was up walking around. 

Senator Curris. Did any other officer from any other branch of 
law enforcement interview him at any other time? 

Mr. Reynops. I couldn’t answer that from my own knowledge. 
I understand that some of the Knoxville officers or one of them did, 
probably. 

Senator Curris. So far as you know, the only interview was in 
the hospital ? 

Mr. Reynotps. Yes, sir. 

Senator Curtis. How long did that last ? 

Mr. Reynotps. A very short time. 

Senator Curtis. He was never picked up and detained and in- 
formed that he was being investigated for the shooting of this man? 

Mr. Reywno.ps. On approaching him at the hospital, I told him 
my business, who I was and what I was doing in regard to the 
investigation. 

Senator Curtis. But he was never picked up and detained and 
told, “we are investigating,” other than what you said at the hospital ? 

Mr. Reynowps. That is r ight. 

Senator Curtis. Did he fully account for all of his time, his acts 
and his whereabouts during the hours when this shooting occurred ? 

Mr. Rernoxps. He refused to talk. 

Senator Curtis. Was he fingerprinted ? 

Mr. Reynoxps. Not at that time. He had been fingerprinted 
number of times. The police department had his prints, his pictures, 
and what not. 

The CuatrrmMan. You mean he was acriminal ? 

Mr. Reynotps. Well, that does not necessarily mean that. 

The Cuatrman. He had a criminal record. He had been finger- 
printed when accused of crime. He has a record in Tennessee, I 
know. 
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Senator Curtis. I am too far removed from the scene. I would 
not want to point a finger of criticism at you or any other individual, 
but I wonder what it is coming to in this country when individuals 
are shot at on the highway, officers get a lead, the man is talked to 
briefly in the hospital, he refuses. Such an individual ought to be 
in due time picked up, taken to jail, detained, thoroughly investi- 
gated, fingerprinted, his alibi checked and determined what it is all 
about. I do not think there is anything different than investigating 
any other kind of work. It just consists of dogged, determined 
work. Particularly this ought to have been done by somebody when 
the facts that were so self-evident were available, and also when the 
man refused to talk. 

That is all. 

The CHarrmMan. Well, let me see if I understand this. You had a 
shooting out on the highway. A truckdriver had been shot. You 
knew that? 

Mr. Reynoups. Yes, sir. 

The CuatrmMan. Two different truckdrivers had been shot ? 

Mr. Reynoxps. Two different truckdrivers had been shot at. 

The CuHatrmMan. One of them occurred at 11:15 at night and the 
other at 11: 45, about 30 minutes apart, on the same highway, 2 drivers; 
is that correct ? 

Mr. Reynotps. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarmman. When you started making an investigation you 
found a man in the hospital by the name of Smith ? 

Mr. Reynoips. Yes, sir. 

The Cnatrman. Is that correct ? 

Mr. Reynotps. That is right, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Who had a wound in his arm; is that right ? 

Mr. Reynoxps. That is correct. 

The Cuatrman. Was it just one shot ? 

Mr. Reynotps. Just one. 

The CHARMAN. Just one shot ? 

Mr. Reynotps. Yes. 

The Cuarrman. What size was it ; do you know ? 

Mr. Reynoxtps. No,sir. The bullet was not there, of course. 

The Cuarrman. Well, just one shot in his arm ? 

Mr. Reynotps. That is right. 

The CuarrmMan. You undertook to interrogate him ? 

Mr. Reynotps. Yes. 

The CuarrMan. Before you undertook to interrogate him, you knew 
he had been registered in the hotel under an assumed name? 

Mr. Reynorps. That is right. 

The CuarrmMan. You also knew that he took his car out just about 
in time, within time where he could have been on the highway at that 
point at the time of the shooting; is that correct ? 

Mr. Reynotps. That is correct, sir. 

The CHarrmMan. You have that much information. Then you find 
him in the hospital where he could have driven to within the time he 
registered and the time of the shooting; is that correct ? 

Mr. Reynoxps. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuarrman. When you got in there to interrogate him he was 
uncooperative ; is that true? 

Mr. Reynoxps. Yes, sir. 








7120 IMPROPER ACTIVITIES IN THE LABOR FIELD 


The Cuarmman. Then you had a bullet that you had gotten out of 
one of these trucks where the shooting had occurred; is that correct ? 

Mr. Reynotps. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And that bullet had pretty good markings on it; 
am I correct ? 

Mr. Rreyno.ps. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrman. And this man would give you no explanation of 
his whereabouts notwithstanding he had been registered under an as- 
sumed name, notwithstanding he had taken his car out of the garage 
at a time that could easily have placed him at the scene of the shoot- 
ing and notwithstanding he had registered at the hotel at a time 
which would indicate he had driven from the scene of the shootin 
to the hospital right after the shooting to have his own wound treated. 
Notwithstanding that, did you ever pursue or make any effort to 
find the gun in his possession ¢ 

Mr. Reynoxps. The gun was not in his possession. 

The Cuarrman. How do you know? 

Mr. Rreynotps. Well, he walked in the hospital 

The CHarrmAn. He may have walked in the hospital. Still the 
gun may have been in his car or somewhere else. 

Mr. Reynoxps. That is true. The gun may have been in the car. 
Whoever his accomplice was took the car and gun and everything, 
so far as I knew. 

The CHarrman. Who were his accomplices you speak of? 

Mr. Reynoxps. I don’t know. 

The Cuarrman. Who was with him? 

Mr. Reynotps. I don’t know. 

The Cuarrman. He refused to tell you? 

Mr. Reynoups. He refused to talk at all. 

The Cxarrman. Did you get a search warrant and search his 
possessions and his property to try to find the gun at that time? 

Mr. Reynoxps. No, sir, I did not. I really did not have enough to 
get a search warrant. 

The Cuarrman. You are looking for a gun. Here is a man that 
would not tell you anything about the circumstances and _ all the 
other circumstances point to the fact that he was the possible one 
who committed the crime. In other words, you had more information 
against him than you did against anyone else. Did you not? 

Mr. Reynoxps. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And it was fresh information, it was so directly 
in point of time, location, associated with the crime that that natu- 
rally aroused your suspicion with respect to his conduct, did it not? 

Mr. Reynotps. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Did you ever try to get a search warrant and pur- 
sue the search of his car and his home or his premises or anything 
else to locate the gun ? 

Mr. Reynoutps. We did not locate that car for some time. As I 
said, it belonged to someone who had loaned it to him, so at the time 
that that car was delivered 

The CuarrMan.. What did you do to locate the car ? 

Mr. Reynotps. I put out a pickup on that particular car over 
the whole State, the highway patrol, the police officers in Nashville. 

The Cuarman. Who located the car finally ? 
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Mr. Reynotps. It finally showed up at the owner’s house. 

The CHarrman. Didn’t the company, itself, the truck company, 
itself, locate the car? 

Mr. Reynoxps. Mr. Andrews located it. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. They located the car when you 
folks were out searching for it. Is that right? 

Mr. Reynowps. Well, he located the car. He was in Nashville. I 
live in Knoxville. That is my section up there. 

The Cuarrman. I understand, but it took the company representa- 
tive to find the car. Now, do you know whether he found shotgun 
shells in it or not when he found it ? 

Mr. Reynotps. No, sir. There were shotgun shells in the suitcase 
up in his room. 

The Carman. You even had that further evidence. You had 
shotgun shells that you found in Smith’s luggage in his room, is 
that correct ? 

Mr. Reynowps. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. Now, then, why do you say you did not pursue it 
and get a search warrant? 

Mr. Reynoxps. I just did not think it was effective. It is mighty 
hard to get a search warrant on an investigation that way. I don’t 
believe I could have gotten one. The fact is the gun was still in the 
automobile and was taken and done away with by an accomplice, 
whoever it might be. You know, at least I know as an investigator 
that there is no man as wise as this Smith is supposed to be, who is 
going to take that gun home. 

The Cuatrman. I am not so sure about that. Criminals are often 
caught because they are not wise; they Just think they are. 

Mr. Reynowps. Especially so because he was in the hospital and the 
gun was left undoubtedly with the other fellow. 

The Cuamman. I understand. Now, you have been asked this ques- 
tion before why you did not get a search warrant. 

Mr. Reynonps. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. You were asked by members of this staff, is that 
correct ? 

Mr. Reynoups. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. A recording is made of what you said, is that true, 
with your knowledge? 

Mr. Reynotps. That is right. 

The Cuatrman. Did you not answer when first asked about it and 
I quote exactly : 

Well, I don’t really know what to say as to why. Well, we more or less keep 
out of union trouble as much as possible, and I would say it was done, it may 
have been for political reasons. All we do is take orders. 


Did you make that statement ? 

Mr. Reynotps. I made one similar to that. 

The Cuarrman. Do you want to say similar or this statement now ? 
You know we have a recording of it. 

Mr. Reynotps. That is right. 

The Cuamman. That is the statement you made when you were first 
asked, is that true? 

Mr. Reynoxps. Yes, sir. 
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The Cuarrman. This is a question Mr. Duffy asked you: 


And the reason you think it was not discussed, the issuance of the search war- 
rant, was because it was a labor dispute? In other situations similar to this you 
would have had a search warrant? 

And did you not answer and say, “More than likely we would have 
for an individual not connected with labor troubles.” Isn’t that the 
answer you gave‘ 

Mr. Reynoups. Well 

The CHarrMANn. Yesor no. 

Mr. Reynoxps. I guess it is, yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman,. All right. You were stating the facts then as you 
actually knew them and believed them to be, were you not ? 

Mr. Reynoxps. I think I was trying to cover up the fact that I 
didn’t get a search warrant. 

The Cuatrman. I think you were trying to cover up; yes, no doubt 
about that. 

Senator Curtis. I want to ask something now. How is the division 
of authority in the State of Tennessee in reference to apprehension 
and arrest of criminals? You have a local police force within the 
city. Isn’t that correct ? 

Mr. Reynowps. Yes, sir. 

Senator Curtis. Then every county has a sheriff ? 

Mr. Reynonps. Yes, sir. 

Senator Curtis. Then you have the highway patrol 

Mr. Reynonxps. Yes, sir. 

Senator Curtis. And you have the Tennessee Bureau of Investiga- 
tion, is that correct ? 

Mr. Reynoxps. That is correct, sir. 

Senator Curtis. Now, this shooting did not occur in the city, did it? 

Mr. Reynotps. No, it was out in the county. 

Senator Curtis. What jurisdiction generally does the highway 
patrol have? Are they confined pretty much to matters of traffic? 

Mr. Reynoups. Mostly matters of traffic, yes, sir. 

Senator Curtis. What is their practice when you do have a crime 
committed on the highway involving motorists ? 

Mr. Rreynowps. I would say they usually report it to the sheriff. 

Senator Curtis. Is it their practice to leave their patrolling duties 
and follow the investigation for days and weeks wherever it requires 
them to go? 

Mr. Reynotps. No, sir, they are not supposed to leave their patrol- 
ling duties and follow an investigation. 

Senator Curtis. So it this situation it would narrow down to the 
responsibility between the sheriff’s office and the Tennessee Bureau of 
Investigation, isn’t that correct ? 

Mr. Reynoxps. Yes, sir. The sheriff’s office. I might say this. 
The Tennessee Bureau of Investigation only works at the request of 
the district attorney general. 

Senator Curtis. The district attorney general ? 

Mr. Reynowps. We take all our assignments from the district at- 
torney general. 

Senator Curtis. Who is he? 

Mr. Reynotps. There is one in each judicial circuit. 
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Senator Curtis. What is his name? Who was he in that district at 
the time of the shooting ? 

Mr. Reynoups. General Clements in Knox County, and General 
Wilkenbarger in Sevier County. 

Senator Curtis. I am talking about this shooting we have been 
discussing all morning. ‘ ba ; 

Mr. Rrynotps. They are the two. One shooting was in Knoxville 
and one was in Sevier. 

Senator Curris. Did you ever have any conversation with them 
about offenses arising out of labor difficulties being handled differently 
than any other offenses ? 

Mr. Reynoups. No, sir. I have never had any conversation with 
anybody in regard to that. 

Senator Curtis. That was just your own idea / 

Mr. Reynotps. I don’t know why, to tell you the truth, why I said 
it, to tell you the truth. 

Senator Curtis. Did the sheriff’s office investigate these shootings ? 

Mr. Reynovrps. I don’t believe they did. I don’t know if they did. 

Senator Curtis. Now, this shooting that blew off his elbow was 
a felony ; was it not / 

Mr. Reynowps. Not if it is done like he said it was done. He said 
he was accidentally shot by a friend. 

Senator Curtis. Who said that ? 

Mr. Reynoups. Smith said it. 

Senator Curtis. I see. I mean if the complaining witness is to 
be believed, if he is driving along the highway minding his business 
and was shot in the manner he testified here yesterday—I withdraw 
the question about its being a felony. 

Mr. Kennepy. I am finished. 

The CnHarrmMan. Senator Curtis is confused about the shooting. 
These 2 shootings we are talking about at 11:45 and 11: 15, the people 
in the car were not hit. 

Mr. Reynoups. No, sir. 

The CuarrMan. But the cars were hit. 

Mr. Reynoups. Yes, sir. 

The CHairman. And even bullets richocheted off the hood of the 
var, went through the windshield and dropped in the car, and you 
got that bullet. 

Mr. Reynoups. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. So that could not be anything else but assault with 
an intent to kill. 

Mr. Rrynotps. That is what I would think it would be; yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Unless the shot was accidental; if the shot was 
intentional, certainly it would be assault with intent to kill. 

Mr. Reynoxps. I would say that is intentional. 

The Cuairman. That isa felony; is it not ? 

Mr. Reynowps. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. What I do not understand about this is that law- 
enforcement officers won't pursue those things other than the reason 
that you just take orders and do not ordinarily pursue it where labor 
is involved. Who gave you those orders not to pursue it? You are 
a law-enforcement officer. 
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Mr. Reynotps. I never have been given any order not to pursue it. 

The CuHatrman. What do you refer to here. What are you talking 
about. You just take orders ? 

Mr. Reynoxps. I don’t know. 

The Cuarrman. You said, “I don’t really know why. We more or 
less keep out of union trouble as much as possible. I would say it 
was done, it may have been for political reasons. All we do is take 
orders.” Who gave you orders not to pursue it 

Mr. Reynotps. Noone did. 

The Cuarrman. So you take the whole responsibility, do you, for 
not pursuing this thing and going after it and trying to find out 
what actually occurred ? 

Mr. Reynotps. I found out as far as I could other than that search 
warrant. 

The Cuarmman. Did you ever have him before the grand jury ? 

Mr. Reynotps. No, sir. 

The CHarmman. You ever had him subpenaed before the grand 
jury ? 

Mr. Reynoups. These reports—when I make a report, Senator, one 
copy of that is turned over to the attorney general and it is up to him 
as to whether there will be a prosecution. 

The CHarrman. I understand. Did you ever interview anybody 
else besides Smith about this matter ? 

Mr. Reynoxps. Nobody else than the hotel people, the drivers. 

The Cuatrman. In other words, you did not pursue it any further. 

Mr. Reynotps. No, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Did you ever go to the union and try to get any 
information there as to what they may have known about it? 

Mr. Reynoxps. No, sir. 

The Coarrman. Why ? 

Mr. Reynotps. I just didn’t. I didn’t think it was any use going 
there. 

The Cuarrman. You knew it grew out of a labor controversy. 

Mr. Reynoxps. I was sure of that. 

The Cuatrman. Yet you did not go and check with the union anu 
try to find out what they might know about it, is that correct? 

‘Mr. Reynoips. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuarmman. Why? Because it was organized labor ? 

Mr. Reyno.ps. No, sir. 

The Cuatrman. If then it occurred to a businessman and some busi- 
ness representative, some individual, as you referred to in your state- 
ment, you would have done that, would you not? 

Mr. Reynorps. I figured I could not get any information out of the 
union. Ihave never been able to. 

The Cuarrman. And the first thing you figured you did not want 
to go talk to them, is that correct ? 

Mr. Reynorps. I have talked to them about other things. 

The Cuarrman. About thing that are more pleasant ? 

Mr. Rrynotps. No; I have ‘talked to them about cases but I have 
never been able to get any information that would be of any value. 

The CHamrMAN. Because you failed one time, there is no reason why 
you should neglect your duty and fail to pursue what is obviously 
your duty the second time, is it ? 
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Mr. Reynotps. No, I didn’t think I was—— 

The Cuarrman. Do you not think it was your duty to go into this 
thing and try to find out who actually did it? 

Mr. Reynoxps. I think so; yes, sir. 

The CHarrMan. I do, too. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is all, Mr. Reynolds. 

The Cuatrman. All right, stand aside. 

Call the next witness. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mrs. Lola Freels. 

The Cuarrman. Will you be sworn, please. 

You do solemnly swear the ev idenc e you shall give before this Sen- 
ate select committee shall be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing 
but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mrs. Freezs. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF MRS. LOLA FREELS 


The CuarrMan. Be seated, please. State your name. 

Mrs. Frees. My name is Lola Freels. My address is 4521 Tillery 
Road. My occupation, with the teamsters, bookkeeper and secretary. 

The CuarrmMan. Youstill have that position / 

Mrs. Freets. No, sir; I was terminated. 

The CuarrmMan. You were terminated ¢ 

Mrs. Freexs. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. All right. You just relax. All we want is to get 
you to give us any information you may have. You waive counsel, do 
you 

Mrs. Freevs. I beg your pardon ? 

The Cuarrman. Under the rules of the committee, if you desired 
you might have an attorney present to counsel you while you testify 
with respect to your legal rights. Do you waive counsel ? 

Mrs. Freers. Yes. 

The Cuarrman. You do not feel you need a lawyer to tell you what 
you know; is that right ¢ 

Mrs. Freets. I don’t think so. 

The Cuatrman. All right. If you find at any time you think you 
do, you so advise the chairman. I do not think you will. 

Allright, Mr. Kennedy, you may proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. You were with the Teamsters’ Local 821 in Knox- 
ville, Tenn. ? 

Mrs. Freets. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. You were with them from November 1955 to 1956? 

Mrs. Frees. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. The president of that local was W. J. Reynolds? 

Mrs. Freevs. That is right. 

Mr. Krennepy. The secretary-treasurer was H. L. Payne; is that 
right ? 

Mrs. Freevs. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. I want to ask you about testimony that we have had 
that preceded you in connection with the shooting that occurred in 

June of 1955. Now, you were in the office; you worked in the team- 
sters’ office at Knoxville during that period of time, June 1955? 

Mrs. Freets. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Did you know a man by the name of W. A. Smith? 
Mrs. Freers. Yes, sir; I knew him as “Hard of Hearing” Smith. 
Mr. Kennepy. “Hard of Hearing” Smith ? 

Mrs. Freets. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know where he was from ? 

Mrs. Freevs. He was from local 327, Nashville, Tenn. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you understand that he was a business agent 
of local 327 in Nashville? 

Mrs. Frees. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, did you hear any conversation or was it ever 
mentioned to you in the office of the teamsters in Knoxville regard- 
ing the shooting that occurred in June of 1955? 

Mrs. Freexs. Yes, sir, I heard W. J. Reynolds, the business agent, 
and Hubert L. Payne, the secretary-treasurer of local 621, discussing 
the shooting that occurred with the B. & S. Motor Lines. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did Mr. Reynolds say regarding the problem 
or the trouble he had had in connection with that company ? 

Mrs. Freets. He said that he was, he was telling me about the 
bullet ricochetting through the windshield and he said that it was a 
good thing that it hit the steering wheel, because it would have hit 
the driver and killed him. And I know that Hard of Hearing Smith 
was in town that day because he called into the office, and I took the 
call from the Farragut Hotel. 

Mr. Kennepy. From the Farragut Hotel ? 

Mrs. Frees. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And he called your office; is that right ? 

Mrs. Frees. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. He had aconversation with whom ? 

Mrs. Frees. He talked to Mr. Reynolds. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you learn subsequently that they had been to- 
gether that evening, the evening of June 12? 

Mrs. Freevs. Yes, sir. Mr. “Reynolds was telling about being with 
Smithy at that time and he asked me to send some ‘flowers to the hos- 
pital, which I did. He also stated that the flowers should be sent to 
W. A. Smith, Maryville Hospits ul, and that the only thing on the card 
should be “From a Friend” so that no one knew that local 621 would 
be connected with that shooting. 

The CHarrmMan. With what ? 

Mrs. Freets. With the shooting. 

The CuarrMan. So that no one would know that local 327 was con- 
nected with that shooting ? 

Mrs. Freets. No, sir, local 621. 

The CuarrMan. 621. So that no one would know that local 621 
was connected with the shooting ? 

Mrs. Freets. Yes, sir, and I would like to state during this time, we 
had a gun to leave the safe. 

The Cuarrman. Had what? 

Mrs. Freevs. Had a gun to leave the safe. It was kept in the safe. 
I don’t know if this would be the right gun or not, but they kept a 
Magnum. 

The Cuarrman. Kept what ? 

Mrs. Freevs. A Magnum. That is what they told me that it was. 
I don’t know one gun from the other. But this Magnum left the 
safe during that time and it was not returned. 
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The CuatrMan. You mean there was a gun that they had kept in 
the safe? 

Mrs. Freexs. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. Mr. Reynolds had kept it there ? 

Mrs. Freets. I don’t know who it belonged to, but sometimes it 
would leave by both agents. Maybe one agent would come in and 
get it, take it out for a while and then maybe another agent would 
come in and get it. 

The Cuarrman. During the time it was out, would there be reports 
of these shootings on the high ay ¢ 

Mrs. Freets. Well, now, I didn’t know too much about the shoot- 
ings. All I knew was just the discussion. 

The CHarrMan. On this occasion that Mr. Smith was there and on 
the occasion that you were instructed to send him flowers a day or two 
afterward, on that occasion when he was in town and when he and Mr. 
Reynolds were together and when you heard these conversations, the 
gun was out of the safe? 

Mrs. Frees. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrMan. It was gone; it was never returned after that ? 

Mrs. Freets. No; it never came back. 

The Cuatrman. Did Mr. John T. Reynolds, the crime investigator 
for the State of Tennessee, ever contact you and try to get the infor- 
mation you had about this matter / 

Mrs. Freets. No, sir. 

The CuatrmMan. Did anyone else ever contact you, any other officer, 
law-enforcement officers, and try to find out what you knew about it # 

Mrs. Freess. No, sir. Mr. Reynolds made the statement that — 
talked to the officers and got them to go along with it, I am sorry to sa 

The CuatrmMan. Oh, Mr. Reynolds of the labor union, the sada, 
you heard him say that he had talked to the officers ? 

Mrs. Frees. Yes, sir. 

The CuatrrmMan. And had gotten them to go along with it ? 

Mrs. Freezs. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. What did you understand he meant by that ? 

Mrs. Freets. Well, he told this one incident that happened. He 
said they pl: wed a guard on Hard of Hearing Smitty’s door while he 
was in the Maryville Hospital, and before that he took him to the 
hospital, and he talked with some law enforcement and asked him to 
keep it quiet. Then this guard was placed on the door and the day 
that they got Hard of Heari ing Smitty out of the hospital, they asked 
this gu: ard to turn his back until they could get him out. 

The Cuarrman. That wasa law-enforcement guard? 

Mrs. Freexs. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. They were protecting him ¢ 

Mrs. Freeis. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. Do you know who served as that guard ? 

Mrs. Frees. No,sir; I don't. 

The Cuatrman. Do you know what branch of the law-enforcement 
agencies he represented ¢ 

Mrs. Freets. No,sir. That was the only thing I heard. 

The Cuatrman. That they had placed a guard there to keep anyone 
from bothering him ? 

Mrs. Freevs. Yes, sir. 
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The Cuatrman. That is to keep anyone from interrogating him, I~ 
guess. 

Mrs. Freets. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. When they went to get him, they had the guard 
turn away asif he did not see him? 

Mrs. Freevs. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. That is the information you got? 

Mrs. Freets. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrman. Whom did you get that from ? 

Mrs. Freets. That was told by Mr. Reynolds. He was discussing 
that with Mr. Payne pro and con. 

The CuarrmMan. They were discussing it pro and con ? 

Mrs. Frees. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. They had that fixed with law-enforcement ofli- 
cers so nothing would be done about it ? 

Mrs. Freets. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did he tell you, Mr. Reynolds or Mr. Payne, or 
Mr. Reynolds specifically, anything about the actual shooting, as to 
where he had been that night or anything about the B. & S. Truck- 
ing Co? 

Mrs. Freevs. He did tell me that it was a B. & S. Freight Lines. 
It seems to me like there is a junction, that they came to a certain 
junction, but they did not come on into Knoxville and they had to 
meet the truck there. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did he describe the event or say anything about 
having trouble with the B. & S. Freight Lines? 

Mrs. Freezs. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. He did not say he had trouble with B. & S.? 

Mrs. Freets. No, sir. Then later the conversation was, well, after 
Hard of Hearing Smitty came back to the office, which was several 
weeks later, they ‘were disc ussing the shooting and Smitty said, “Reyn- 
olds, I believe youshot me.” Sothey laughed about it. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did Reynolds come into the office on Monday morn- 
ing, June 13? Do you remember that? 

Mrs. Freets. I don’t remember the date. 

Mr. Kennepy. You don’t remember if he came in the next day after 
Smitty was sent to the hospital ? 

Mrs. Frees. Yes, sir; he was in the office the next morning early 
after Smitty had been entered into the hospital. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did he make any comment at that time? 

Mrs. Frees. That is when he asked me to send the flowers. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who paid for the flowers ? 

Mrs. Frees. Teamsters’ Local 621. 

The Cuatrman. Did you carry out instructions and send the 
flowers just in the name of a friend, without sending it in the name 


of 





Mrs. Freets. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. I present to you a photostatic copy of a bill which 
appears to be a bill for flowers, and ask you if this is a bill for the 
flowers you sent Hard of Hearing Smitty. 

Mrs. Freets. Yes, sir; this is the bill, but my message was not put 
on it. 
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The Cuarrman. They did not put the message. Well, the bill is 
something you received. That is the bill you received for the flowers 
you sent and the message you put on it. 

Mrs. Freets. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. Received in the name of the local and it was paid 
by the local. 

Mrs. Frees. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. That may be made exhibit No. 6. 

(Document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 6,” for reference 
and will be found in the appendix on p. 7501.) 

The Cuarrman. All right, you may proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. I just want to move on to another event you have 
information on. I want to ask you if anybody in the union who 
opposed Mr. Reynolds or any of the other individuals was ever taken 
care of or beaten up. Did that ever occur? 

Mrs. Frees. Regarding members of the local ? 

Mr. Kennepy. Yes. Do you know of that ever occurring ? 

Mrs. Freets. Yes; I know Eugene Evans was beaten up. 

Mr. Kenney. Who is Eugene Evans? 

Mrs. Freets. He was an employee of Robinson Freight Lines, a 
member of local 621. 

Mr. Kennepy. What was the trouble with Eugene Evans, according 
to Mr. Reynolds? 

Mrs. Freevs. He had been out of work for quite some time. I 
believe he had a case before the board and he didn’t hear from the case, 
he could not get any work out of local 621, and he needed help, I sup- 
pose, for his family. So he kept coming to the local asking questions 
and he would get up in the meetings and ask questions. It seemed 
that Mr. Payne and Mr. Rey nolds sort of got tired of that. So they 
termed him as an “agitator.” 

The CHarrman. Termed him what? 

Mrs. Frees. Termed him as an “agitator.” 

The Cuarrman. All he was agitating was to get some work to sup- 
port his family ? 

Mrs. Frees. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrmMan. Proceed. 

Mrs. Freets. Mr. Reynolds made the statement that he would have 
him taken care of. So he called Nashville. I don’t know who he 
talked to but he called Nashville and a day or so later I had a stranger 
come into the office. 

Mr. Kennepy. He did call Nashville and a stranger appeared at the 
office at that time ? 

Mrs. Frees. Yes, sir. 

The CHatrmMan. Counsel, making the presentation to get the record 
in proper shape, prefers to interrogate you about that aspect of it a 
little later, so if you will please stand aside, we will recall you at a 
later time. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Eugene Evans. 

The Crarrman. Will you come around, please? Will you please be 
sworn? Do yousolemnly swear that the evidence you shall give before 
this Senate select committee shall be the truth, the whole ‘truth, and 
nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Evans. Ido. 
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TESTIMONY OF EUGENE EVANS 


The CHarrMAN. State your name and your place of residence and 
your business or occupation. 

Mr. Evans. Eugene Evans, 300 A Street, Knoxville, Tenn. At the 
present time I am a school-bus driver at Mineral City, which is in 
Lowden County. 

The CuHarrMan. You waive the right to counsel ; do you? 

Mr. Evans. I think so; I don’t think that I need counsel. 

The Cuarrman. You do not think you need an attorney ? 

Mr. Evans. No. 

The CuarrmMan. What was your former job or position before you 
started driving the school bus? 

Mr. Evans. W ell, immediately before that I was unemployed, except 
extra. Before that time I had been employed by a company by the 
name of Robertson Freight Lines, Knoxville, Tenn. 

Mr. Kennepy. You were a member of the teamsters’ union; were 
you? 

Mr. Evans. I was. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you having any difficulty with Mr. Reynolds of 
that union / 

Mr. Evans. Yes, sir; I had some, quite a bit; yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Would you tell us how that originated, and what 
occurred ¢ 

Mr. Evans. Well, to start the whole thing, what turned him against 
me, I think, and I am sure was that at the time that I had my first 
trouble with this Robinson, where I was fired over a strike, he run 
for agent of this local, and president of the local. I didn’t have any- 
thing against him personally at the time, but I just was for another 
officer that was running against him, which he defeated. From that 
time on, it was pretty rough on me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then did you have some complaint regarding his 
handling your charges of unfair labor practices against this company, 
the Robinson F reight Lines ? 

Mr. Evans. As I said, that was the start of it. That is when he was 
elected. My main part that I had against him, as Mrs. Freels me I 
was out of work and I was trying to get a settlement on my case, 
which I couldn’t get. During this time Reynolds and the company, 
and some agent from Kingsport and Nashville set up a meeting with 
this company that had employed me. They made an agreement that all 
unfair labor practices against the company would be dropped by them. 
I found out about this when they had the meeting. I was supposed to 
be down there, and they left me out of it. 

The Cuarman. They did not let you know about the meeting? 

Mr. Evans. Not until after it had been held, and I found this out 
myself. 

The CHarrman. You had no notice to be present, to present your 
sase or discuss the matter with them ? 

Mr. Evans. No. 

The CuatrMan. All right. 

Mr. Evans. During this time there was proof, I got hold of a state- 
ment or something written down on paper, where they had agreed to 
withdraw the cases, which they did and I found out about this, and 
Reynolds denied all of this. Of course, I knew he was in on it him- 
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self, and in fact instigated the whole thing. Up to this time I had 
gotten along well with all of the agents there at the local, and every- 
where else, and I considered them all good friends of mine. I was just 
anxious to get my job back. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you start taking an active part in the meetings 
that were held ? 

Mr. Evans. Yes, sir; I had always even before that. 

Mr. Kennepy. Would you start asking a lot of questions ? 

Mr. Evans. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And youstarted asking Mr. Reynolds questions about 
his administration of the local ? 

Mr. Evans. I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. And did that appear to be opposed by Mr. Reynolds? 

Mr. Evans. It did. He just let it be known that he was running 
the local, and the membership wasn’t going to run the local, and he 
was elected president to run the local and he was going to do it. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was it ever indicated to you that if you kept up 
your agitation and kept up asking questions, that you would be taken 
care of ? 

Mr. Evans. Well, yes, it had. I figured he would be the one to do 
it and I wasn’t much afraid of him. 

Mr. Kennepy. How was that indicated to you ? 

Mr. Evans. By threats, and by him talking and we would get into 
pretty rough arguments about that. I had no idea of him really 

varrying out what he did carry out. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did he « carry out, and what happened to you? 

Mr. Evans. Sometime back in 1955 

Mr. Kennepy. Around December 15, 1955? 

Mr. Evans. Along about that time, and at this day I worked at 
Central Motor Express and I had worked a little later than I had been, 
and I was just working extra, and I worked when they wanted me and 
as long as they wanted me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Had you been having difficulty getting other jobs? 

Mr. Evans. Absolutely, and had himself advised some companies 
not to hire me, as I was a union agitator. 

Mr. Kennepy. You were a union agitator, so you would get a job 
for a short period of time and he would call up and get you fired ? 

Mr. Evans. Yes, sir; and I just couldn’t get any work at all, and I 
knew he was behind it definitely. 

The Cuamrman. Were you paying your dues to the local ? 

Mr. Evans. I was. 

The CuarrMan. Were you in good standing? 

Mr. Evans. I was at that time. 

Mr. Kennepy. On December 15, you were working for whom ? 

Mr. Evans. Central Motor Express of Knoxville, Tenn., and I think 
that is their home terminal. On that date I worked a little late that 
night, and I came in and I was tired and I had ridden the bus. I rode 
one bus uptown and transferred on to another bus. I got off * bus 
and I went up to my apartment where I was staying and as I got off 
and went toward the apartment, and got on the porch, a man crossed 
the street and he hollered at me and he said: “Are you Eugene Evans?” 
and I said “Yes.” He said, “I want to see you. John Brooks sent 
me up here to see you on the Robinson case.” John was a good friend 
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of mine and he had nothing to do with this attack whatever. But it 
throwed me off guard. Naturaly, I was anxious to hear any news on 

the case and I just stepped down off the porch and I was going to talk 
to him when he got in range of me, and pow, he let me have it. 

Mr. Kennevy. He clobbered you then ? 

Mr. Evans. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. He knocked you down? 

Mr. Evans. Yes, sir; he knocked me down, and he had the first. lick. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did he do once you were down ¢ 

Mr. Evans. He was kicking me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did he kick you in the face? 

Mr. Evans. Yes, sir, and about the ribs. Finally, he got a hold of 
one foot, and as I said, he knocked me down but it never did knock me 
out, but it addled me, "the first lick. And in other wor ds, I was just 
helpless, what you might say. A lady ran across the street, and he had 
me by one foot and she was screaming and said she was going to call 
the law. I was trying—lI seen I was going to have to do something 
and I was trying to kick him, and by the time she got there, why I 
reckon he thought she was really somebody that was really going to 
call the law. 

Mr. Kennepy. Some woman saw you across the street ? 

Mr. Evans. Yes,sir,and she was on the same bus I was on. 

Mr. Kennepy. And so she started coming over and saying she was 
going to call the law ? 

Mr. Evans. Yes, sir, and so this man run and when this happened 
he run down the street, and I got up and he got ina car. The car was 
running and I saw it was running and somebody else was in the car, 
and I don’t know who. He drove off. 

Mr. Kennepy. He got away ! 

Mr. Evans. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you report that to the police ? 

Mr. Evans. I went, and I will just finish telling the whole thing. 
So I went up to the house, and my wife was in a family way and I 
knocked on the door, and I held the door from the outside and I w as 
pretty well beat up. I told her not to open the door, and I said, “I 
have had a little trouble, and go sit down.” And there was a friend 
of ours there at the time, and T said, “I will wash up.” So it scared 
her, and so I just opened the door and I went on in. I told her what 
happened, : and she said, “Well there was a man here today who wanted 
to see you.” She described him and from her description it was the 
same man that attacked me. He told her that they wanted me to go 
off with them and they had a strike at the Marine Bakery and they 

wanted me to help them with it. If he had told me the same thing, I 
would have just got in the car with him, and I don’t know what 
would have hi appened then. The next day I went down to the office 
and Mrs. Freels came to the door, and she said, “What on earth hap- 
pened?” And I said, “Well, my wife beat me up,” and I wanted to 
find out about it. 

Mr. Kennepy. Yousaid originally your wife beat you up? 

Mr. Evans. I told her that, and I didn’t want to say anything about 
it. So she laughed, and I asked her, I said, “Has there been anybody 
in town today,” and she said, “Yes,” and I described him, and she said 
it fit the description of the man that was there. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Could you stand up now and see if you could find 
theman Do you think you could indentify him ? 

Mr. Evans. Lam sure I could. 

Mr. Kennepy. Would you look around this room and see if you 
could find him ¢ 

Mr. Evans. There is the man right there in the grey jacket, the sec- 
ond one from the end there. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Corky Ellis, will you come around, please ? 

The Cuairman. Is this the man that you identify ¢ 

Mr. Evans. Yes, sir. 

The Cuaimrman. Have a seat right there, Mr. Ellis, and we will get 
to youa little later. 

Proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. You raised this question with Mr. Reynolds? 

Mr. Evans. Well, I knew myself what had happened, and I didn’t 
see him for a day or two, and he was in Nashville, 1 think. He left, or 
he was supposed to have been. I didn’t see him, but I knew myself 
what had happened. 

That was just about the end of it, though, and he come in the office 
and he ee. And now this is hearsay, he didn’t tell me this, but 
he said “I see somebody has pretty well worked Gene over, haven’t 
they?” I ce that to be a fact, but as I say it was hearsay. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Ellis, will you come around, please ? 

Will you be sworn? Do you solemnly swear that the evidence you 
shall give before this Senate select committee shall be the truth, the 
whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God ¢ 

Mr. Exxis. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF WILLIAM LEON ELLIS, ACCOMPANIED BY HIS 
COUNSEL, L. N. D. WELLS 


The CuatrMan. State your name, and your place of residence, and 
your business or occupation. 

Mr. Exuis. William Leon Ellis, 9250 Nathan, Nashville, Tenn., and 
I work for Kroger Grocery Co. 

The CuatrMan. Do you waive counsel ? 

Mr. Exxis. I have Mr. Wells representing me. 

The CuatrrmMan. Whereis he? Come around, Mr. Wells. 

Counsel, will you please state your name and your place of residence. 

Mr. Weuts. My name is L. N. D. Wells, Jr., and I live in Dallas, 
Tex., and I am a member of the firm of Mullinax, Wells & Morris. 

The CHatrMan. You live in Dallas, Tex. 

Mr. Wetts. Yes, sir. 

The CuHarrmMan. All right, have a seat. 

You represent some labor union, do you, or labor organization ? 

Mr. Weuts. Yes,sir. Our firm is counsel to the Texas State Federa- 

tion of Labor, AFL-( CIO, now, and we also represent the Southern 

Conference of Teamsters 

The Cuamman. Thank you very much. Are you here in the capac- 
ity of representing those labor organizations or are you here as the 
individual counsel of this witness ? 

Mr. We tts. I am counsel to Mr. Ellis. 

The CuairmMan. He has retained you? 


Mr. Wetts. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Ellis, would you look to your left, and tell the 
committee if you have ever seen this gentleman before? 

Mr. Exxis. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be a 
witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. You were here duri ing the testimony of Mr. Evans, 
and were the statements that he gave regarding your hitting him 
correct ¢ 

Mr. Exxis. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be a 
witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. That you approached him to talk over a matter with 
him, and when he got within striking distance, you clobbered him? 

Mr. Exuis. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be a 
witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Have you done any work for the teamsters such as 
that in other instances ? 

Mr. Exits. What is that ? 

Mr. Kennepy. Have you done anything like that for the teamsters 
in other instances ? 

Mr. Exuis. I claim my constitutional right not to be a witness 
against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Have you beaten anybody else up, Mr. Ellis? 

Mr. Exxis. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be a 
witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you brought over there by Mr. Reynolds to beat 
Mr. Evans up? 

Mr. Exuis. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to be a 
witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you accompanied on that trip by Mr. W. A. 
Smith ? 

Mr. Exits. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to be a 
witness against myself. 

The CuHarrman. Do you honestly believe if you told the truth 
might tend to incriminate you / 

Mr. Exits. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to be a 
witness against myself. 

The CuarrmMan. It is a fact it would incriminate you; is that right ? 

Mr. Exuts. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be a 
witness against myself. 

The Cuarrman. Can you say anything besides that ? 

Mr. Exxis. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be a 
witness against myself. 

The CuarrmMan. Proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Evans, there is no question in your mind but 
that Mr. Ellis is the one that hit you? 

Mr. Evans. There is no question in my mind but what he was the 
man who attacked me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Once you were down, he kicked you; is that right? 

Mr. Evans. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Isthat true? 

Mr. Exxis. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be a 
witness against myself. 

The Cuarrman. Where did you say you worked ? 

Mr. Ex.is. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be a 
witness against myself. 
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The Cuarrman. Read it back there, and I want to ask him, Where 
did you say you were employed ¢ 

Mr. Exuis. Can I talk to my lawyer? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Exuis. Iam employed at the Kroger Grocery Co. 

The CuarrMan. How long have you been employed there ¢ 

Mr. Exxis. About 3 months. 

The CHatrMAN. Where were you formerly employed ¢ 

Mr. Exxis. TVA, in Gallatin, Tenn. 

The CuarrMan. Tennessee ? 

Mr. Exuis. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Are youa native of Tennessee ? 

Mr. Exuis. That is right. 

The CuarrMan. You lived there all of your life? 

Mr. Exuis. No, sir; I don’t think so. 

The CuarrmMan. Where have you lived other than in Tennessee ? 

Mr. Exxis. Can I talk to my lawyer? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Exuis. I was in the Navy, and I also followed oil work, oil- 
field work. 

Mr. Exxis. Well, let me have a conference with my lawyer. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Exuis. I followed it to Texas, Colorado, Wyoming, and I think 
that is about all. 

The Cuamman. When did you join the teamsters ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Exuis. November 20, 1955 

The Cuarrman. When did this incident occur ? 

Mr. Kennepy. December 15, 1955. 

The CratrmMan. You had been a member about a month when this 
incident occurred, is that right? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Exxis. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

The Cuairman. Did you join the teamsters or were you hired by 
them ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Exuts. I joined the teamsters. 

The CratrmMan. You joined the teamsters ? 

Mr. Exxis Yes, sir. 

The CuatrmMan. Were you ever hired by the teamsters to perform 
any service ¢ 

Mr. Euuis. Yes, I was hired by the teamsters. 

The CuarrmMan. To perform what service? 

Mr. Exits. Helping organize. 

The Cuarrman. To help organize? 

Mr. Extis. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Was that a part of your business when you were 
down there beating this fellow up. Was that what you were hired 
to do? 

Mr. Exits. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be a 
witness against myself. 
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The Cuatrman. The Chair, with the permission of the committee, 
orders and directs you to answer that question. You are ordered 
and directed to answer the question whether you were hired to go 
down there and beat this man up ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Exxis. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be a 
witness against myself. 

Senator Curtis. I did not hear your answer. 

Mr. Exxis. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Senator Curtis. How long ago was this? 

The CiratrmMan. 1955, in December. 

Senator Curtis. That is all for the moment. 

The Cuarrman. You do not like to be left in the category here in 
public, and for this record, as one of these professional goons, do you, 
that they hire to be around and commit violence and beat up people? 
Do you want to leave the record that way, that implication here be- 
cause you have not the courage or honesty or integrity to simply say 
you did or did not? Do you want to leave the record that way ? 

Mr. Exxis. Let me talk to my lawyer. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Exx1s. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

The Cuarrman. You have that right, if you want to exercise it, but 
you are leaving yourself in a pretty bad light here. You are a young 
man, and I would think that you have some sense of decency and 
some little bit of character in you, but you are leaving a record here 
that looks pretty bad. Do you want to leave it that way now or do 
you want to just tell the facts for once and tell the truth ? 

Mr. Exxs. I will have to talk to my lawyer. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Exxis. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

The Cuarrman. When did you first meet your attorney ? 

Mr. Exxis. When I got my subpena I went to Mr. Vestal with it 
and asked if he could recommend anybody. 

The CuHarrMan. You went to whom with it? 

Mr. Exxis. Mr. Vestal. 

The Cuatrman. Who is he? 

Mr. Exxis. He is the president of local 327. 

The Cuarrman. President of local 327 ? 

Mr. Exxis. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And he recommended the attorney in Dallas, Tex., 
for you? 

Mr. Extis. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. Who procured the attorney for you, you or him ? 

Mr. Exxis. I don’t understand that. 

The Cuarmman. Who procured the attorney, and who made the 
arrangements for your attorney, you or him? 

Mr. Exits. I was met or introduced to Mr. Wells by Mr. Vestal and 
I selected Mr. Wells. 

The Cuarrman. After he had been recommended by the president 
of the union ? 
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Mr. Exxis. I asked him for a recommendation of a lawyer. 

The Cuarrman. I understand, but you were raised in Tennessee ? 

Mr. Exxis. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. You know attorneys there; do you not ? 

Mr. Exuis. No, sir, 1am afraid I don’t know very many. 

The Cuarrman. You do not know very many ¢ 

Mr. Exits. None that I would want. 

The Cuatrman. There are no lawyers in Tennessee you would want? 
You have a right to go to Texas, and get counsel, and I am not com- 

laining, but I just want the record to reflect, the circumstances and 
the facts. Here isa union apparently engaged in going around beating 
up people and shooting at them, and putting on a reign of terror in a 
State down here or in a whole area, and apparently you were one of 
them that they employed to do it. When you get subpenaed before 
this committee, you go to the president of the local of which you are 
a member, and he gets you an attorney from Texas who represents labor 

organizations. It certainly has the implication to me, and I do not 
know how it has to the public and to the other members of the commit- 
tee, but it certainly has the implication to me that this union is involved 
in this reign of terror probably directly responsible for it, and they 
send you to Texas to get one of their law yers to come up here and rep- 
resent you. You have that right, but it is just a circumstance that 
speaks louder than any explanation. you have given. 

Do you want to le ave the record that way / 

Mr. Exxis. Let me talk to my lawyer. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Extis. I do not understand exactly what you mean there. 

The Cuamman. Do you want to leave the record with that im- 
plication that you were hired as a goon and a thug by this union to go 
out here and beat up your fellow man, and then when you get sub- 
penaed before this committee to answer questions as to what occurred, 
that you immediately go to the president of that local union for advice 
with respect to getting an attorney and he sends you to Texas for an 
attorney? Doyouw ant to leave the record that w ay, that you followed 
his advice? You knew attorneys, but you are doing all of this be- 

‘ause of your obligation or because you have been bought and paid for 
by the union? 

Do you want to leave the record that way ? 

Mr. Eris. Let me talk to my lawyer. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Exxis. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to be a 
witness against myself. 

The Cuarrman. Now, you probably have the physical courage when 
you have an advantage or think you have an advantage to take some- 

dy by surprise to w: valk up and slug them and knock ‘them down and 
kick them around, and then run. Then you run when somebody or 
some of the neighbors or somebody observes it and says that they are 
going to call thelaw. You probably have that much physical courage 
todo it asathug and asa goon. But when you come up here and face 
the man that you beat up you haven’t got the moral courage to stand 
there before him or sit there by him and admit that you did it, have 
you’ Have you? 

Mr. Exxts. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be a 
witness against myself. 
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Senator Curtis. Where were you employed in December of 1955 4 

Mr. Exxis. To the best of my recollection, I don’t remember. 

The Cuairman. Did you get that phrase from Jimmy Hoffa! It 
seems to be permeating around here. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Exuis. I have never talked to Mr. Hoffa. 

The Cuarrman. I am sure of that. I meant from the pattern he set 
when he testified here before this committee. 

Senator Curtis. You honestly do not know where you were working 
in 1955, in December ? 

Mr. Exxis. I don’t actually, and I can tell you where I think I was 
working. 

Senator Curtis. Where was it ? 

Mr. Exxis. I think that I was working at the Ford glass plant. 

Senator Curtis. Where is that located ¢ 

Mr. Exxis. That is located in the west part of Nashville. 

Senator Curtis. When did you begin working there ¢ 

Mr. Exxis. I don’t remember the exact date. 

Senator Curtis. You think you were working there in the middle 
of the month, around December 15 ? 

Mr. Extis. I don’t remember. There was a lot of wet weather and 
I was working on a truck, and we were laid off a lot, and I don’t 
remember exactly when. 

Senator Curtis. Did you work for anybody else in December ? 

Mr. Exxts. I don’t remember if I did. 

Senator Curtis. Were you paid for doing anything in December 
other than working for this glass company 4 

Mr. Exits. December of what ? 

Senator Curtis. 1955. 

Mr. Exxis. Let me havea conference with my lawyer. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Exits. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be a 
witness ¢ against myself. 

Senator Curtis. Now, if there was some employment and some pay- 
ment to you in December of 1955 for something that you decline to 
testify about, I want to ask you: Did you report ‘that remuneration in 
your income tax ? 

Mr. Exuts. Did I do what ? 

Senator Curtis. Did you report the money you received in your 
income tax ¢ 

Mr. Exits. Money received when ? 

Senator Curtis. In December of 1955. 

Mr. Exxis. Let meconsult my lawyer. 

(The witness conferred with his counsal. ) 

Mr. Exxis. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be a 
witness against myself. 

Senator Curtis. Do you know the man sitting upon your left ? 

Mr. Ex.is. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be « 
witness against myself. 

Senator Curtis. That is not forcing you to be a witness against 
yourself, and your own attorney will not contend that. Do you “know 
the man sitting on your left ? 

Mr. Exxis. I will have a conference with my attorney. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 
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Mr. Wetts. May I address the Chair? 

I beg your pardon. The clerk was asking me a question. 

The Cuatrman. The question was: Do you know the man sitting on 
your left? 

Mr. Wetts. Thank you. 

The CHarrMan. That is the question to the witness. 

Mr. Ex.is. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

The Cuairman. Who is paying your attorney for you? 

Mr. Extis. That has not yet been decided. 

The CHarrman. You have not agreed to pay him? If it has not 
been decided, you have not agreed to pay him. 

Mr. Exxis. It hasn’t been decided. 

The CHarrman. You have not yet agreed to pay your counsel, 
have you’ Answer the question. Have you? Have you yet agreed 
to pay him? 

Mr. Exuts. I have not yet agreed to pay him. 

The Cuarrman. You have not yet agreed to pay him ? 

Mr. Exuis. No. 

The Cuarrman. Allright. Thank you. 

Senator Curris. Now, did you ever see Mr. Evans, who is on your 
left, before today ? 

Mr. Exuis. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Senator Curtis. That is all. 

Mr. Kennepy. I just have a couple of questions, Mr. Ellis. Where 
were you born ? 

Mr. Exxis. I was born in White Bluff, Tenn. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you go to school there? 

Mr. Exuis. No, sir; I didn’t. 

Mr. Kennepy. Where did you go to school ? 

Mr. Exuis. I went to school at Cohn, Cohn High. 

Mr. Kennepy. In West Nashville? 

Mr. Exuis. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you lived there, or went to school there, until 
what time? 

Mr. Exuis. Well, actually, I mean I think that I left White Bluff 
when I was 18 months old, or something like that. 

Mr. Kennepy. How far did you go through school ? 

Mr. Exuis. I finished school. 

Mr. Kenne : You finished high school ? 

Mr. Exuis. I don’t know what you call it; not actually at Cohn. I 
got school through correspondence. 

Mr. Kennepy. Through high school? 

Mr. Ex.is. Well, they gave me a diploma. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did you do after that? 

Mr. Exuis. After I got out? 

Mr. Kennepy. Yes. 

Mr. Exuts. I was in the Navy fora while. 

Mr. Kennepy. How long — you in the Navy ? 

Mr. Exxis. I went in the Navy, and I was in service altogether 
about 4 years, I think: the best I remember it was about 4 years. 

Mr. Kennepy. Starting when ? 
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Mr. Exxis. I don’t remember the exact date when it was. 

Mr. Kennepy. You do not remember when you were in the Navy ? 

Mr. Exits. Not the exact date. 

Mr. Kennepy. Approximately what years? 

Mr. Exxis. I would say somewhere around 1944 or 1945, or some- 
where in there. 

Mr. Kennepy. 1944 or 1945? 

Mr. Exxis. Somewhere in there. 

Mr. Kennepy. Until what time? 

Mr. Extis. Well, I would say around 1948, or something like that. 

Mr. Kennepy. How old are you now ? 

Mr. Exxts. 29 years of age. 

Mr. Kennepy. 29 years of age ? 

Mr. Extis. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You did some boxing in the Navy ¢ 

Mr. Exxis. I may have done some; everybody does some boxing in 
the Navy that goes through calisthenics. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you do any boxing in the Golden Gloves? 

Mr. Ets. Not actually Golden Gloves, I think. 

Mr. Kennepy. What kind of boxing did you do? 

Mr. Exxis. I might have done some amateur boxing. 

Mr. Kennepy. Where did you box amateur ? 

Mr. Exxts. I boxed some in Nashville. 

Mr. Kennepy. In Nashville? 

Mr. Extis. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You never did any professional boxing ? 

Mr. Exits. No, sir; I never did. 

Mr. Kennepy. For how long did you box amateur? 

Mr. Exxis. I don’t really remember how long, exactly, it was. 

Mr. Kennepy. When was that when you were boxing in Nashville? 

Mr. Exxts. Sir? 

Mr. Kennepy. When were you boxing amateur ? 

Mr. Exxis. I don’t remember. To the best of my recollection, I 
don’t remember the exact date. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was . a couple of years ago, 5 years ago, or after 
you got out of the Navy? 

Mr. Exxs. It has been longer than that. 

Mr. Kennepy. After you got out of the Navy ? 

Mr. Exuts. No; I think it was before. Iam not sure. 

Mr. Krennepy. Do you know Mr. Canaday, Perry Canaday ? 

Mr. Exxis. Let me talk to my lawyer. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Exxis. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kunnepy. Did you know that Mr. Canaday and Mr. Rich- 
ardson and another gentleman were arrested for the slugging and 
almost killing of an individual by the name of Bruce, of the B. & S. 
Trucking Company ? 

Mr. Enis. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. And that that beating took place on November 2 
1955, shortly after you were hired ? 
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Mr. Exxis. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. It is a strange thing. They were able to get every- 
body else except the man who did the slugging of Mr. Bruce. Accord- 
ing to the testimony we had yesterday, Mr. Bruce still is not able to 
work 2 years later, and he still does not have all his faculties. Do you 
know anything about the slugging of Mr. Bruce? 

Mr. Exuts. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be a 
witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Is it not a fact that you were the one that did that? 

Mr. Exits. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be a 
witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. You have been arrested on other occasions, have you 
not, for slugging people? Isn’t that right? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Exuis. I was accused of it, but I was acquitted. 

Mr. Kennepy. When was that ? 

Mr. Exxts. I don’t remember the exact date of it. 

Mr. Kennepy. Wasit this year? 

Mr. Exuis. I believe it was. 

Mr. Kennepy. 1957? 

Mr. Extis. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who were you supposed to have beaten up at that 
time ? 

Mr. Exits. Earl O’Bryan. 

The CuarrmMan. Did you have a lawyer at that time? When you 
were acquitted, did you have a lawyer ? 

Mr. Exuis. I had Z. T. Osborne at that time. 

The CuHarrman. You did know him and you used him in that 
instance ? 

Mr. Exits. I did. 

The CHarrMan. So you have used Tennessee lawyers in the past ? 

Mr. Exuis. I have used one. 

The CuatrmMan. Allright. Go ahead. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who did you have as an attorney ? 

Mr. Exits. Z. T. Osborne. 

Mr. Krnnepy. Does he do any work for the teamsters down there? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Exits. I have heard that he was the teamster lawyer there in 
Nashville. 

Mr. Kennepy. How did you happen to retain him ? 

Mr. Exxis. How I happened to retain him? I was advised to go to 
him. 

Mr. Kennepy. By whom? 

Mr. Exuis. Mr. Vestal. 

Mr. Kennepy. He is president of the local ? 

Mr. Exuis. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, who paid Mr. Osborne’s fee? Did you pay 
him ? 

Mr. Exxts. I did not pay him. 
Mr. Kennepy. So the union local paid that? 

Mr. Exxts. I do not know. 
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Mr. Kennepy. You did not have any discussion about fee with 
him ? 

Mr. Extis. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You went to him on the recommendation of Mr. 
Vestal ; is that right ? 

Mr. Exxis. Not altogether. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Vestal recommended him to you? 

Mr. Exuis. I knew he was a lawyer. 

Mr. Kennepy. Didn’t Mr. Vestal recommend that you go to him? 

Mr. Ex.is. I asked him who was a good lawyer there and he told 
me of a man’s name. 

Mr. Kennepy. So you went to him? 

Mr. Exuis. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. So there was never any discussion of the fee. Who 
was it you were supposed to have beaten up ? 

Mr. Exuis. Earl O’Bryan. 

Mr. Kennepy. Where did he work ? 

Mr. Exuis. I think he worked for Roadway Express. 

Mr. Kennepy. He was a member of the teamsters / 

Mr. Euuis. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you understand he was deemed to be an agitator 
in Nashville, Tenn. ? 

Mr. Exxis. What was the question ¢ 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you understand that he was deemed to be an 
agitator in Nashville, Tenn., that he was one of those raising a lot 
of questions in the local in Nashville? 

Mr. Exxis. Well, I read in the paper that he was. 

The CuHarrman. Did you get that information from anyone else 
than the paper ? 

Mr. Exxis. No, sir; I read it in the paper. 

The Cuarrman. What instructions did you get when you were told 
to go beat him up? Did they tell you why they wanted him beaten 
up? 

Mr. Exuis. No one told me anything on it. 

The Cuarrman. All right, proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. But when you were accused of it, the teamsters, Mr. 
Vestal recommended the attorney and you never paid the attorney; 
is that right ? 

Mr. Exits. I haven’t had the money to pay him, I will tell you. 

Senator Curtis. Did you take the witness stand in that case? 

Mr. Exuis. I did. 

Senator Curtis. Did you deny having any part in the offense you 
were charged eo ¢ 

Mr. Ennis. I did not deny that me and Mr. O’Bryan were talking. 
I did not deny that me and Mr. O’Bryan were talking. 

Senator Curtis. But you denied hitting him or injuring him ? 

Mr. Exuis. Yes, sir. 

Senator Curtis. Did you hit him ? 

Mr. Euis. No, sir; I didn’t. 

The Crarman. Did you hit this man? 

Mr. Exits. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be a 
witness against myself. 

The CuatrmMan. Do you not see the implication? You can deny the 
charge of hitting another man and here you sit beside a man who said 
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you beat him up. I cannot draw any other inference from it except 
that you, in this instance, were the one employed and did the job. 
Otherwise you could say ‘you did not. Do you want to leave that 
inference ¢ 

Mr. Exxis. What was the question again ? 

The Cuatrman. Do you want to leave that inference? 

Mr. Ex.is. What inference ¢ 

The Cuarrman. The inference, by not denying it, you beat this man 
up? 

Mr. Exits. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be a 
witness against myself. 

The CHarrMan. Are you still in the employ of the union local ? 

Mr. Extis. Am I what ? 

The Cuarrman. Are you still in the employ of the teamsters union 
local ¢ 

Mr. Exxis. I am employed by Kroger Co. 

The Cuarrman. I know you are, but you said you were employed 
by the teamsters local there. Are you still being employed ? 

Mr. Exus. I work for Kroger Grocery Co. 

The Cuatrman. I know you work for Kroger. I am not question- 
ing that. But you testified that you had been in the employ of the 
teamsters local. Did you not testify to that a few moments ago 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Exnis. I am not employed by the teamsters local. 

The CHarrman. You have been in the past, have you not? You 
testified to that. 

Mr. Exuis. I have worked on picket lines; yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. W hat other kinds of work did you do for them ? 

Mr. Euxis. That is all that I remember outside of working in the 
election. 

The Cuatrman. Are you one that is just called on for special occa- 
sions by the teamster local ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Exuis. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be a 
witness against myself. 

The Cuarrman. Did Mr. Reynolds call you up by long distance 
telephone a day or two before this man was beat up ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Exxts. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be a 
witness against myself. 

The Cuarrman. How come you went down there at that time? 

Mr. Ex.is. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be a 
witness against myself. 

The C B. AIRMAN. Were you in Knoxville on the day this man was 
beaten up ? 

Mr. Exxis. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be a 
witness against myself. 

Senator Curtis, Were you ever paid any money or check or other 
thing of value by this local teamsters union or any other official or 
person connected with the teamsters union ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Extts. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be a 
witness against myself. 
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Senator Curtis. Did you report all of the money that came into 
your hands in 1955 in your income-tax return ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Exuis. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be a 
witness against myself. 

Senator Curtis. That is all. 

Mr. Kennepy. As I understand it, Mr. Ellis, you did not beat Mr. 
O’Bryan up. Is that your testimony? You did not participate in 
this beating ? 

Mr. Etxis. I was acquitted of it. 

Mr. Kennepy. You never did take part in it? 

Mr. Extits. I never did. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you take part at all in the beating up of Mr. 
Bruce ? 

Mr. Exxts. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be a 
witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. I would like to point out once again that Mr. Bruce 
was beaten in November 1955, and still cannot work. He was uncon- 
scious for 10 days and still does not have the use of all his faculties. 

The CuHatrman. Were you hit by anything as far as you know be- 
sides the man’s fist ? 

Mr. Evans. Your Honor, I think he had something on his hand. 

The Cuarrman. Was it knuckles? 

Mr. Evans. I don’t believe it was metal. My opinion was that it 
was a piece of leather across his hand. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then you were kicked in the head ? 

Mr. Evans. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. How many are in your group of thugs that they 
call on to go around and beat people up? Who else is in the crowd 
with you? 

Mr. Exits. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

The Cuarrman. You can be a witness against them and tell who 
they are, can’t you? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Exuts. I claim my right not to be forced to be a witness against 
myself. 

Senator Curtis. Did any law officers ever interrogate you concerning 
the charge of beating up Mr. Evans? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Etxis. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Senator Curtis. I am not asking you what you told them. I am 
asking you if any law-enforcement officers ever questioned you about 
beating up Mr. Evans. 

Mr. Exuis. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be a 
witnesss against myself. 

Senator Curtis. Were you ever questioned by any law-enforcement 
officers concerning the beating up of Mr. Bruce? 

Mr. Exxts. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

The CHAIRMAN. Do you have a family ? 

Mr. Exuis. Yes, I havea family. 
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The Cuarrman. How would you like to get beat up just because 
somebody did not agree with you? 

Mr. Exits. I don't understand your question. 

The Cuatrman. How would you lke to get beat up just because 
someone did not agree with you ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Exxis. I don’t understand exactly what you mean. 

The Cuarrman. Youdonot? Do you not think if the situation had 
been reversed and you had been in his place and he in yours, you 
would understand what I meant? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Exxis. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be a 
witness against myself. 

The CuarrMan. The Chair is going to express a little opinion. 
think people who sell their services to act as goons and thugs and go 
around and beat people up are the scum of humanity. You can be 
your own judge as to whether you are guilty or not. Any other 
questions ! ¢ 

Mr. Kennepy. That is all. 

The CuarrMan. Stand aside. 

Call the next witness. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Robert Caldwell. 

The Cuairman. Do you solemnly swear the evidence you shall give 
before this Senate select committee shall be the truth, the whole truth. 
and nothing but the truth, so help you God ¢ 

Mr. Catpwetu. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF ROBERT CALDWELL 


The CuairmMan. Beseated. State your name, place of residence, and 
occupation. 

Mr. CaLpweLu. Bob Caldwell, Salway Road, Knoxville, Tenn. 

The CuarrMan. What is your occupation / 

Mr. Catpwetu. Truckdriver. 

The CuatrMAN. You waive counsel, do you, Mr. Caldwell ? 

Mr. Catpwe.u. I don’t understand your question. 

The Cuairrman. Do you waive counsel? You do not have an at- 
torney to represent you. Do you feel you need an attorney to represent 
you ¢ 

Mr. CaLpwe.u. No, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. ae you very much. Proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Caldwell, you are a driver for the Purity Pack- 
ing Co. ? 

Mr. CaLtpweELu. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You held the same position in 1956 ? 

Mr. CaLpwELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Krennepy. The teamsters were making an effort to organize you 
in 1956? 

Mr. Catpwet. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you interested in joining the union at that 
time ? 

Mr. CaLpwe.u. No, sir. 

Mr. Krnnepy. Was there a picket line placed outside the Purity 
Packing Co. ? 
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Mr. Catpweu. Yes, sir; on Monday morning when I went to 
work 

Mr. Kennepy. Could you speak up a little ? 

Mr. Catpweti. On Monday morning when I went to work at ap- 
poeeeae : 5 o'clock, I heard something about they were on strike, 

ut I didn’t know for sure what was happening. Tn fact, 1 didn’t 
know anything about the union to start with. As I pulled. in on the 
property, I saw approximately 10 cars and some men pull in behind 
me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you understand the teamsters approached the 
Purity Packing Co. and said they had a majority of employees signed 
up and they w: ‘anted a contract with that company and that the com- 
pany had requested an election, and that the union had refused the elec- 
tion and had put the picket line up. 

Mr. Catpwex. At the time I didn’t. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you learn that subsequently ? 

Mr. Catpwet.. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. So the picket line was up; is that right ? 

Mr. Caupwe tt. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you continue to work despite the picket line? 

Mr. Catpwetu. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You went around through the back ? 

Mr. Caupwe .t. I went out the back exit. 

Mr. Kennepy. You came out so that they did not know you were 
coming out; isthat right? 

Mr. CALDWELL. Right. 

Mr. Kennepy. On Fr iday night, October 25, 1956, you were not at 
home; is that right? 

Mr. Catpwetu. October 26. 

Mr. Kennepy. October 26. 

Mr. CaLpweE Lt. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did something occur near your home at that time ? 

Mr. Catpwett. My automobile was blown up. 

Mr. Kennepy. Could you tell the committee where you were ? 

Mr. Catpwett. I had gone to the ball game in Knoxville. 

Mr. Kennepy. Before the ball game was over, did your brother 
come in to get you? 

Mr. Canpwety. No. We left the ball game and went to eat. 

Mr. Kennepy. And then your brother came in to get you ? 

Mr. CaLpweELL. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Will you tell what happened ? 

Mr. Catpwe t. I was told that my car was blown to pieces. 

Mr. Kennepy. Some dynamite had been put under your car? 

Mr. CAaLpwe Lt. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. How much dynamite was placed under your car? 

Mr. Catpweti. I don’t know. It must have been pretty big. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was there anything left of the car? 

Mr. Catpwetu. Not that was of any use. 

Mr. Kennepy. So the car was a complete loss. Do you have a pic- 
ture of the car there? 

Mr. CaLpweE.u. Yes. 

The Cuatrman. The picture may be made exhibit No. 7. 
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(The photograph referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 7” for 
reference and may be found in the files of the select committee. ) 

Mr. Kennepy. Your wife was home ? 

Mr. CALpwELL. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. You have a couple of children ? 

Mr. CaLpweLu. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Your wife was in bed? 

Mr. CALDWELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was she expecting another child ? 

Mr. CALDWELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did she hear the explosion ? 

Mr. Catpwett. It knocked her out of bed. 

Mr. Kennepy. Knocked your wife, who was expecting a child, and 
your two children, out of bed ? 

Mr. CALDWELL. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did it have any effect on your wife ? 

Mr. Catpwett. Well, she is sort of a nervous girl, anyway. I would 
say 6 or 8 weeks following the dynamiting of the car she had to stay 
in bed. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was that on instructions of the doctor ¢ 

Mr. Catpweiy. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. He said after being thrown out of bed like this, she 
would have to remain in bed ? 

Mr. Catpwe.u. He examined her Saturday morning following that, 
and told her it would be necessary to stay in bed to keep from losing 
the baby. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did she remain in bed ? 

Mr. Catpwe ut. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. How long a period of time? 

Mr. Catpwexu. Just about until it was born. 

Mr. Kennepy. That was 8 or 10 weeks? 

Mr. CaLpwELL. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Actually 41% or 5 months? 

Mr. Catpwetu. Four months. 

Mr. Kennepy. She remained in bed for the 4-month period, then? 

Mr. Catpwetu. Yes. She also was in the hospital two times before 
this. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did the doctor express concern she would lose her 
baby bec: ause of what happened ? 

Mr. Catpwe.i. He expressed concern that there was a possibility 
she sain lose it. 

Mr. Kennepy. For what reason do you think your automobile was 
dynamited ? ? 

Mr. Catpwett. The only reason I could guess would be that they 
did not want me to work. In fact, I never was approached by any 
union official whatsoever. Other than that, that is the only reason it 
could be. 

Mr. Kennepy. What do you think the reason was? 

Mr. Catpwet.. I would not have the slightest: idea. 

Mr. Kennepy. What was the reason you think your automobile was 
blown up? That is what I am trying to get from you. I could not 
understand your answer. What reason do you think dynamite was 
put under your automobile? 
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Mr. Catpwe tt. I imagine so to make me and the other three drivers 
that had not joined, to make us join. 

Mr. Kennepy. To make you join the union? 

Mr. Catpwex.. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you see anything on the day prior to the dyna- 
miting? Did anything occur around your home that made you 
suspicious ? 

Mr. Catpwett. Yes, sir. On Thursday before the dynamiting this 
er Payne, I presume, I think it was his car, it had set on the picket 

ine. 

Mr. Kennepy. He is the business agent of the teamsters ? 

Mr. Catpwetu. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. He was in charge of the picket line in front of your 


paprer ? 

r. Catpwetu. I presume so. This car and two of them, the truck 
drivers that were on strike, came down the highway. I pulled into 
my mother’s store which is approximately 300 feet from the house. 
They made this loop. 

Mr. Kennepy. What? 

Mr. Catpwetu. They made this loop and come back of my house and 
stopped in front of my house. One of the boys that was in the car 
had his arm out the window pointing to where my car sat. 

Mr. Kennepy. So the day before the explosion took place, Mr. 
Payne, who is secretary-treasurer of the teamsters, had been active 
in the picket line, came in a car and circled around and they parked 
and then an individual who was one of those that was on strike put 
his finger out the window and pointed to the place where your car was; 
is that right? 

Mr. Catpwett. I don’t know for sure whether it was Payne or not, 
but I do know it was one of the boys who was on strike. 

Mr. Kennepy. You did recognize one of the fellows that was on 
strike? 

Mr. Catpwe tt. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you recognized, as I understand it, the car as 
being Mr. Payne’s car. 

Mr. CaLtpwELu. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Although you do not know whether it was him, you 
recognized the car as his? 

Mr. Catpwetu. I recognized the car as being the one that set on 
the picket line during the week. It set there all week long. 

Mr. Kennepy. The following night after that occurred, your car 
was dynamited ? 

Mr. Catpwett. Right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you interviewed that night by the police? 

Mr. Catpwett. No; when I got home there was only one there. He 
just said it wasaterriblething. Thatis all. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you ever hear again? 

Mr. Catpwet.. No, sir; I went to Attorney Clements’ office on Sat- 
urday morning. He just passed it back. Other than that that is the 
last I heard of it. 

The Cuarrman. Was he the prosecuting attorney or district 
attorney ? 

Mr. Catpwe tt. I don’t know. 
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Mr. Kennepy. He is the prosecuting attorney, though, the district 
attorney in that district; is he not? 

Mr. eres, I believe he is. 

Senator Curtis. You say you went to talk to him? 

Mr. CaLpWELL. Yes, sir. 

Senator Curtis. What did you say to him? 

Mr. Catpwett. Probably what I The said to you. 

Senator Curtis. You told him what happened ? 

Mr. CaLpwELu, Yes. 

Senator Curtis. What did he say to you? 

Mr. Catpwetu. Nothing. 

Senator Curtis. Did he take your statement in writing ? 

Mr. CaLpweELu. Yes, sir. 

Senator Curtis. Did he ever call you back? 

Mr. Cautpwetu. No, sir. 

Senator Curtis. He made no observation about the case at all 
that you remember? 

Mr. CatpweE Lu. No, sir. 

The Carman. W ere you ever called before a grand jury? 

Mr. CaLpweE.u. No, sir. 

Senator Curtis. Now, there was a police officer at the scene of 
the dynamiting when y ou arrived home? 

Mr. CaLtpwe.. Yes, sir. 

Senator Curtis. Did he talk to you? 

Mr. CaLtpwE.u. No, no more than say it was a terrible thing. That 
was all. 

Senator Curtis. He never took your statement? 

Mr. Catpwe ut. No, sir. 

Senator Curtis. He never asked you about seeing this car that you 
identified as one that was near the picket line having some occupants 
who pointed out your car ? 

Mr. Catpwetu. No. All he told me was that they had to pick up 
these three boys that was on strike, that was all. 

Senator Curtis. You do not know whether they picked them up or 
not ? 

Mr. Catpwett. I don’t know for sure, but I had heard that they 
did. But they did not hold them. I mean they held them a day, 
I think was all. 

Senator Curtis. Were you reimbursed for your loss of car by 
anyone ¢ 

Mr. Catpwext. Well, my boss took it upon himself and bought me 
an automobile. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was your automobile insured ? 

Mr. Catpwe x. It had fire and theft on it, but it was not paid for. 

Mr. Kennepy. But your insurance premium for fire and theft was 
paid ? 

Mr. Catpwe tu. I imagine it was. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did the insurance company pay you for the car? 

Mr. CaLpwe.L. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Why not? 

Mr. CatpweE tt. I don’t know. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did they give you a reason ? 

Mr. Catpwetu. They said it did not cover dynamiting. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Your insurance policy covered only fire and theft, 
and therefore did not cover dynamiting, is that right ? 

Mr. Catpwet. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you have some medical bills for your wife? 

Mr. Catpweuu. Yes, sir; I had quite a few. 

Mr. Kennepy. Because of what occurred ? 

Mr. CaLpweLL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. How much did they amount to, approximately ? 

Mr. Catpwe.tt. Approximately, around $300. Of course, she was 
in the hospital before the baby was born, which my insurance would 
not cover, two times prior. 

Mr. Kennepy. So, she was in the hospital a couple of times. In 
addition, you had $300 worth of medical expense at home, and how 
much was your automobile worth ? 

Mr. Catpwe .. I paid $850 for it. 

Mr. Kennepy. It was a total loss? 

Mr. Caupwe.u. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Is there anything further? If not, the commit- 
tee will stand in recess until 2 o’clock. 

(Members present at the taking of the recess were Senators Mc- 
Clellan and Curtis.) 

(Whereupon, at 12:15 p. m., a recess was taken until 2 p. m. the 
same day.) 

AFTER RECESS 


(Members present at the convening of the session were Senators 
McClellan and Curtis.) 

The Cuarrman. The committee will come to order. 

Call the next witness. 

Mr. Kennepy. Sam Peters, please. 

The Cuarrman. Will you be sworn? You do solemnly swear that 
the evidence you shall give before this Senate select committee shall 
z iy truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you 

Mr. Perers. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF SAM PETERS 


The CHatrman. Be seated over here. State your name, your place 
of residence, and your business or occupation, please, sir. 

Mr. Prrers. Sam Peters, Sardis, Ohio. I am a storekeeper. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Peters, do you waive the right of counsel 
while you testify ? 

Mr. Peters. Yes, sir. 

The CuHatrman. Thank you very much. Proceed, Mr. Kennedy. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Peters, for a period of time you lived in Ten- 
nessee and were a member of the teamsters union ? 

Mr. Perers. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. That was what year? 

Mr. Perers. From March 1953, and I was a member until 1956, 
through 1956. 

Mr. Kennepy. During that period of time, did you act as an 
organizer? Did you work in organizational work ? 

r. Perers. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Were you associated in that work with Mr. W. A. 
Smith ? 

Mr. Perers. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Perers. And Mr. Perry Canaday? Is that right? 

Mr. Perers. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. By whom were you originally hired ? 

Mr. Perers. I was never hired, sir. goed was on the payroll of 
the union. 

Mr. Kennepy. Your expenses were paid ? 

Mr. Perers. One time only, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Is that when you went over to North Carolina? 

Mr. Perers. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you did some work over in North Carolina? 

Mr. Perers. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. What period of time was that, that you were work- 
ing over there? 

Mr. Perers. That was sometime the first part of December 1954. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who sent you over to North Carolina? 

Mr. Perers. Don Vestal. 

Mr. Kennepy. What position does he hold ? 

Mr. Perers. He is president of the local in Nashville. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is local 327; is that right ? 

Mr. Perers. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Under him was working W. A. Smith, who was the 
business agent; is that right ? 

Mr. Perers. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Canaday was a business agent, also, of local 327? 

Mr. Perers. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, when you came back to Tennessee, did Mr. 
Smith approach you about taking part in any violence ? 

Mr. Perers. No, sir. He did not approach me. I came back from 
North Carolina to Nashville with the intention of going back to North 
Carolina in 2 or 3 days, and W. A. Smith and a man the name of 
Marston, I went back with them. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is Bobby Marston ? 

Mr. Perers. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. He is a member of local 327 ? 

Mr. Perers. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. He went back to North Carolina ? 

Mr. Perers. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you understand there was any violence that took 
place in North Carolina while you were over there ? 

Mr. Perers. Not in the State of North Carolina, sir. I don’t think 
while I was there. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you take part in any when you came back into 
Tennessee a second time ? 

Mr. Perers. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you take part with Mr. Smith and Mr. Canaday 
in the siruping of trucks? 

Mr. Perers. I don’t think Mr. Canaday was there, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was Mr. Smith ? 

Mr. Perers. I think Mr. Smith, Mr. Marston, and some representa- 
tives out of Charlotte, N. C., local there. There were maybe 5 or 6 or 
7 people in the 2 cars. 
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Mr. Kennepy. You know Mr. Smith was there? 

Mr. Perers. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. How many different occasions did this occur, the 
siruping of trucks? 

Mr. Perers. Once in Newport, Tenn. 

Mr. Kennepy. What company ? 

Mr. Perers. The Tennessee-Carolina Transportation. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you take part in that ? 

Mr. Perers. No, sir; I was in the automobile when the siruping 
was done. 

Mr. Kennepy. You did not actually do the siruping, but you drove 
the automobile ? 

Mr. Perrers. No, sir; I was not driving, either. I was a passenger 
in the car. 

Mr. Kennepy. When was that, approximately ? 

Mr. Perers. I think it was in December, the month of December 
of 1954, sir. I don’t remember the exact dates. 

Mr. Kennepy. At whose direction was the siruping of these trucks 
done ? 

Mr. Perers. I would say W. A. Smith. I could not say definitely. 

Mr. Kennepy. You were taking orders from him ? 

Mr. Perers. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And he was the business agent of 327 of the team- 
sters. Now, the teamsters were having difficulty with this trucking 
company at the time ? 

Mr. Perers. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. They were striking them; were they ? 

Mr. Perers. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. The siruping was done for that purpose, to cause 
damage to this company that was on strike; is that right ? 

Mr. Prrers. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know how many trucks were siruped ¢ 

Mr. Prrers. In that instance, one. 

Mr. Kennepy. Just one truck ? 

Mr. Perers. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you take part in any other ? 

Mr. Perers. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was anybody ever arrested in connection with that? 

Mr. Perers. Yes, sir; I was. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you convicted ? 

Mr. Perers. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. In connection with the siruping of that truck ? 

Mr. Peters. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Although you had not taken any part in it; is that 
right? 

Mr. Perers. I was in the automobile. I didn’t have any active 
part in it. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was anybody else arrested other than yourself ? 

Mr. Perers. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Just yourself, and you were convicted; is that right ? 

Mr. Perers. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And sent to jail ? 

Mr. Perers. I was sentenced. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Sentenced to 30 days? 

Mr. Perers. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. But you have not served that ? 

Mr. Perers. No, sir. 

Senator Curtis. Was anybody else arrested ¢ 

Mr. Perers. No, sir. 

Senator Curtis. Did the officers, after they arrested you, take your 
statement and ask you what took place / 

Mr. Perers. I never was asked any questions by any officers at all, 
sir. 

Senator Curtis. And you were never given a chance to state what 
you were doing and what happened and what you saw and heard ¢ 

Mr. oe vers. I received that opportunity at the trial, sir, but I de- 
clined. I didn’t say anything about it, who did it at that time. 

Senator Curtis. Wasit tried by jury ? 

Mr. Perers. Yes, sir. 

Senator Curtis. You mean that you did not take the witness 
stand ? 

Mr. Perers. Yes, sir; I did take the witness stand. 

Senator Curtis. Prior to that, did any law officer ever ask you for 
your version of what happened on the date involved 

Mr. Perers. No, sir. 

Senator Curtis. To your knowledge, was anyone who did have part 
in it arrested ¢ 

Mr. Perers. No, sir. 

Senator Curtis. Did any of the participants in this act ever talk 
to you about going to trial ¢ 

Mr. Perers. Yes, sir. 

Senator Curtis. Who did? 

Mr. Perers. W. A. Smith. 

Senator Curtis. What did he say to you? 

Mr. Perrrs. I don’t remember the exact words of it, sir. 

Senator Curtis. Give me the idea. 

Mr. Perers. I guess I did the whole thing but not involve him in 
it, [imagine, sir. That is what my interpretation of what the conserva- 
tion would have been. 

Senator Curtis. Is that a conversation where he suggested that or 
where he requested it or where you were ordered to? 

Mr. Prrers. I don’t remember. That was a long time ago. That is 
one thing I would like to forget. 

Senator Curtis. You didn’t have to serve your time? 

Mr. Prrers. The case was appealed, sir. I honestly don’t know 
the final disposition of it. I could not tell you. I haven’t heard since 
the case was appealed to the Supreme Court. 

Senator Curtis. That is all. 

Mr. Kennepy. But you were sentenced and fined at that time? 

Mr. Perers. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you did not pay the fine nor serve the sentence ? 

Mr. Perers. No. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who represented you in that case ? 

Mr. Prrers. An attorney from C hattanooga, by the name of King. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who obtained him for you? 

: _Mr. Perers. I didn’t. I don’t know what he was paid or who paid 
im. 
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Mr. Kennepy. You did not pay him yourself? 

Mr. Perers. No. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know if he was paid by the teamsters ? 

Mr. Perers. He was their attorney in labor matters. 

Mr. Kennepy. He was the attorney for the teamsters? 

Mr. Perers. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kunnepy. Did he recommend that you not take the stand 

Mr. Peters. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You just decided that on your own? 

Mr. Peters. I think I was put on the stand, if I remember right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And refused to talk? 

Mr. Perers. No, sir, I didn’t refuse to talk. I said I didn’t do the 
act, which I didn’t. But I did not implicate anyone else in it. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did they ask you about who else might be involved ? 

Mr. Perers. I don’t remember for sure if they did or not, Mr. Ken- 
nedy. Most likely they did. In a trial of that sort I imagine they 
would. 

Senator Curtis. What is the name of that attorney ? 

Mr. Perers. King, K-i-n-g. 

Senator Curtis. Do you know his first name or initial ? 

Mr. Peters. H. G. B. King. 

Senator Curtis. And you did not pick him out ? 

Mr. Perers. Well, sir, indirectly I guess I did. I knew of the man. 
He is a good attorney and he was recommended to me and I guess I 
would have been responsible for picking him out. There was also 
another attorney from Newport, Tenn., by the name of Hurd. I don’t 
remember his first name. 

Senator Curtis. But as a matter of ethics an attorney should not 
consent to defending a man charged with an offense if there is any 
obstruction in the way of his making an allout defense for you. Was 
he interested in what might come out of this trial about some of these 
other parties ? 

Mr. Peters. I don’t know, sir. 

Senator Curtis. That is all. 

The Cuatrman. Before we pass on to other incidents and interro- 
gate you about them, in this instance, as I understand there were how 
many actually who participated in the act ? 

Mr. Perers. Two men. 

The Cuarmman. Two beside you? 

Mr. Perers. There were either 5 or 6, it could have been 7 people, in 
2 automobiles at the site, sir. 

The Cuarrman. In other words, you drove up there in two auto- 
mobiles. 

Mr. Perers. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. You were in one of them? 

Mr. Prrers. Yes, sir. 

The CuatrmMan. You remained in the car? 

Mr. Perers. Yes, sir. 

The CuairMan. Some of the others remained in ? 

Mr. Prrers. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Two men actually went out and poured the sirup in 
the trucks, is that correct ? 

Mr. Perers. Yes. 
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The Cuairman. Do youknow the two men that did it? 

Mr. Prrers. I don’t know if they did. I know which two got out of 
the car. 

The Cuamrman. Do you know the two that got out of the car? 

Mr. Perers. Yes, sir. 

The CuamMan. Did you testify to that at your trial ? 

Mr. Perers. No, sir. 

The CuatrmMan. You were not asked ? 

Mr. Perers. I imagine I was asked, sir, but I did not explain it out. 

The Crarrman. You were not seriously cross-examined then 4 

Mr. Perers. Not too seriously, sir. I don’t know. 

The CHarrman. You thought you got off pretty light. I mean in 
the cross-examination. 

Mr. Peters. Yes, sir, fairly light, sir. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Was it arranged for you to be the “fall guy” 
this instance, let you be arrested and take the blame for all of Men 
if you happened to get ons icted? Is that the understanding? 

Mr. Perers. No, sir; I didn’t have any plans for being convicted 
on it. 

The Cuatrman. You did not have any plans to be convicted ? 

Mr. Perrers. No, sir; I didn’t do it and I sure didn’t want to be 
convicted on it. 

The CHatrrmMan. Do you know why the others were not arrested ? 

Mr. Perers. I think the reason that I was arrested for that, sir, 
there was an investigation carried on for about 6 months after that. 
During a period of about 6 months. The next thing I heard about 
it, I think was in June of 1955, I was arrested for that. I went up 
once for arraignment. I pleaded not guilty and went back for trial. 


I was the only one in the crowd that anyone that was there knew by 
name. 

The CHAIRMAN. They knew your name? 

Mr. Perers. Yes, sir, and they didn’t know anyone else. 

The Cuamman. The others had been imported i in there from North 
Carolina; is that correct ? 

Mr. Prrers. Well, sir, that is about halfway between North Caro- 
lina and Nashville. 

The CuarrMan. Where were the others from ? 

Mr. Perers. Charlotte, N. C. 

The CuarrmMan. Charlotte is not on the border at all. 

Mr. Perers. No, sir. That is where the labor troubles originated, 
in Charlotte. 

The Cuamman. Where was this plant located where the truck was 
that was siruped. 

Mr. Perers. In Newport, Tenn. 

The CuarrmMan. And the others that participated in it, now, as I 
understand, were from North Carolina ? 

Mr. Perers. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrman. How far is Newport from the border of North 
Carolina ? 

Mr. Perers. 10, maybe 15 miles. 

The Cuamman. I have been there. I know where it is. So they 
brought them all the way from Charlotte? 

Mr. Perers. Yes, sir. 
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The CHatrman. That is about 200 miles away, is it not, from 
Newport ? 

Mr. Perers. Close to it, yes, sir. 

The CHarrman. Close to 200 miles away from Newport, they 
brought them from North Carolina down there to sirup the truck? 

Mr. Perers. Yes, sir. 

The CuHatrman. When you were on the witness stand were you 
asked about who else was in the crowd ? 

Mr. Perers. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Did you tell them ? 

Mr. Perers. I told them two of the men, sir, and I declined, I didn’t 
say anything about Smith and Marston being in the crowd. 

The CuatrMan. Smith was there? 

Mr. Perers. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. In one of the cars? 

Mr. Peters. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. In the crowd? 

Mr. Perers. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. You did not tell the jury that when you were tried ? 

Mr. Perers. No, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Why? 

Mr. Perers. I tried to find an explanation for that for about 2 or 3 
years, sir. 

The CHarrman. Were you afraid of Smith? Is that the expla- 
nation ? 

Mr. Perers. Well, I don’t know I was afraid of him, in the sense of 
being afraid of the man, but I don’t guess I wanted to cross him or 
something. 

The CuarrmMan. You guess you did not want to cross him ? 

Senator Curtis. Is he one of the men that got out of the car? 

Mr. Perers. Yes, sir. 

Senator Curtis. And is the other one you did not disclose the other 
man that got out of the car? 

Mr. Perers. Yes. 

The Cuatrman. You know the names of both of them. Smith was 
one. Who was the other one? 

Mr. Perers. Marston. 

The Cuatrman. Bobby Marston. 

Mr. Perers. Yes. 

The Cuarrman. They are the two that got out of the car ? 

Mr. Peters. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Did yousee them go to the truck ? 

Mr. Prrers. No, sir; I didn’t see them. They went out of my sight 
after they got out of the car. 

The Cuamman. You knew what you were there for ? 

Mr. Perers. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. You knew the sirup was in the car? 

Mr. Perers. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Did they take a can of sirup with them when they 
left the car ? 

Mr. Perers. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. So you know if it was done at that time they were 
bound to be the ones that did it? 

Mr. Perers. Yes, sir. 
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Senator Curtis. How much sirup does it take for a truck ? 

Mr. Perrers. I don’t know actually what it does to it other than it 
stops them. 

Senator Curtis. How big a container did he use ? 

Mr. Perers. A quart. 

Senator Curtis. Just a quart ? 

Mr. Perers. Yes. 

Senator Curtis. Where did they buy the stuff ? 

Mr. Perers. In grocery stores. 

Senator Curtis. Do you know where they bought it on this particu- 
lar occasion ? 

Mr. Perers. No, sir, I know just a grocery store. I don’t remember 
actually where it was. It was either in Charlotte, maybe Asheville. 

The Cuarrman. All right. Proceed to the next item. 

Mr. Kennepy. That was one you participated in. Did you partici- 
pate in the siruping of any other trucks ? 

Mr. Perers. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. What other company ? 

Mr. Perers. Johnson Motor Line. 

Mr. Kennepy. When was that, approximately ¢ 

Mr. Perers. I guess that was in February or maybe March of 1955. 
I don’t remember the exact dates. 

Mr. Krennepy. Tell us about that. 

Mr. Perers. Yes, sir. Johnson was having some labor difficulties. 

Mr. Kennepy. With 327? 

Mr. Perers. Yes, sir. And they got sirup poured in one of their 
trucks that [know of. Ithink it was in Monteagle, Tenn. 

Mr. Kennepy. How did you participate in it? 

Mr. Perers. I actually did the pouring that time. 

Mr. Kennepy. How much did you pour in that? 

Mr. Perers. One quart. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who were with you? 

Mr. Perers. W. A. Smith and Perry Cannady. 

Mr. Kennepy. He was the business agent for 327 ¢ 

Mr. Perers. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. At whose instructions or whose direction did you 
pour that sirup in the truck ? 

Mr. Perers. I guess W. A. Smith would have been. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you drive over there ? 

Mr. Perers. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was it at night? 

Mr. Perers. Yes, sir. 

Senator Curtis. Do they put that in the same place you pour in oil? 

Mr. Perers. Yes, sir. 

Senator Curtis. Who raised the hood this time? 

Mr. Perers. I don’t remember, sir. 

Senator Curtis. Have you ever been asked ? 

Mr. Perers. No, sir. ‘This is something the first time that anything 
has been said about that. 

Senator Curtis. Never been arrested for that? 

Mr. Perers. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you participate at all in any more sirupings? 
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Mr. Perers. Yes, sir, two more times, one with Motorrent Corp. 
and one with Tennessee-Carolina Transport. 

Mr. Kennepy. What happened to Motorrent ? 

Mr. Perers. The same thing that happened at Johnson. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you pour the sirup at that time ? 

Mr. Perers. I don’t remember whether I did or not. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who were you with then ? 

Mr. Perers. W. A. Smith. 

Mr. Kennepy. How many trucks were siruped ? 

Mr. Perers. One. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you there under his direction and supervision ? 

Mr. Perers. I went with him, I imagine. 

Mr. Kennepy. You did the pouring? 

Mr. Perers. I don’t remember, sir, whether I did or not. 

Mr. Kennepy. But only one truck was siruped at that time? 

Mr. Perers. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know what period of time that was? 

Mr. Perers. That was approximately the same time of the Johnson 
incident. 

Mr. Kennepy. And the other one was Tennessee-Carolina again ? 

Mr. Perers. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy, When was that? 

Mr. Perers. I think that was in January. It could have been in 
December or January. 

Mr. Kennepy. Where did that take place? 

Mr. Perers. In Nashville. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who was with you then? 

Mr. Perers. I know two people. There were some more, but I 
don’t know who they were. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who were the two people that you know definitely 
were there? 

Mr. Perers. W. A. Smith and Perry Canaday. 

Mr. Kennepy. How many trucks were siruped at that time? 

Mr. Perers. I don’t remember exactly how many, sir. It was sev- 
eral of them. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you participate yourself ? 

Mr. Perers. Yes, sir; I think I poured sirup in two trucks. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who purchased the sirup? 

Mr. Perers. I think it was in the car in that instance when I got 
in the car. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you ever present when any sirup was pur- 
chased ? 

Mr. Peters. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. When was that? 

Mr. Peters. I bought the Motorrent sirup. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you ever questioned in connection with these 
incidents ? 

Mr. Perers. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You never were? 

Mr. Perers. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. No law-enforcement agency ever questioned you at 
all? 

Mr. Peters. No, sir. 
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Mr. Kennepy. In addition to the siruping did you take part in any 
of the breaking of windows ? 

Mr. Perers. ~Y es, sir; two times. 

Mr. Kennepy. How many times? 

Mr. Perers. Twice. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you were convicted once; is that right? 

Mr. Perers. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Will you tell us about that first ? 

Mr. Perers. We broke 2 windows in 2 barbershops. 

Mr. Kennepy. At whose instructions ? 

Mr. Perers. Perry Canaday and myself. I don’t think on that one 
IT could put any more blame on him than on me. 

Mr. Kennepy. He was the business agent ? 

Mr. Perers. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Why did you break the windows of the barbershop ? 
They were having difficulties at the time? 

Mr. Perers. Ye es, Sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. With the barbers union ? 

Mr. cae Actually they were barbershops that did not belong to 
the union. I don’t think there were any difficulties at the time. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know who made the suggestion that you go 
break the windows ? 

Mr. Perers. No, sir; I don’t. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know how you happened to break the win- 
dows ? 

Mr. Perers. That is another one of these things I have been trying 
to figure out for 3 years, what was a good excuse for it, and I could 
not think of any reason for something like that. 

Mr. Krennepy. Do you know who gave the instructions that the 
windows should be broken ? 

Mr. Perers. No, sir; I don’t know for sure. 

Mr. Kennepy. When was the second time you broke the windows ? 

Mr. Perers. W. A. Smith and I broke one window. 

Mr. Kennepy. When ? 

Mr. Prrers. It was some time prior to the other one. It was in a 
3-month period there, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know why you did that ? 

Mr. Perers. The same reason. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did Mr. Smith tell you that he wanted a barbershop 
window broken ? 

Mr. Perers. I think possibly he did. 

Mr. Krennepy. You would not just go around and break barbershop 
windows if somebody didn’t tell you ? 

Mr. Prrers. There has to be a purpose for it. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was that barbershop having difficulty with the union 
at the time ? 

Mr. Perers. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you ever questioned in connection with that ? 

Mr. Perers. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you were with W. A. Smith? 

Mr. Perers. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, on the second incident when you were arrested 
you were found guilty, were you ? 
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Mr. Perers. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You were tried and found guilty ? 

Mr. Perers. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you serve time in prison / 

Mr. Perers. Yes, sir; in jail. 

Mr. Kennepy. You were sentenced to 6 months in jail ? 

Mr. Perers. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. What jail did you serve? 

Mr. Perers. Davis County Workhouse. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you receive preferential treatment while in jail? 

Mr. Perers. Well, sir, any time there is not preferential but I didn’t 
have to go out on w ork gangs. 

Mr. Kennepy. In comparison with the majority of other prisoners, 
did you and Mr. Canaday receive preferential treatment while in that 
jail? 

Mr. Perers. Yes, sir; I guess you could say that because it was more 
or less a blessing not to have to go out on those work gangs. 

Mr. Kennepy. You were not made to go out; is that r ight ? Q 

Mr. Perers. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did Mr. Canaday explain to you why you didn’t 
have to go out with the other prisoners? Were they breaking rocks? 

Mr. Perers. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did he explain to you why you were not? 

Mr. Perers. He told me that somebody would keep us off them if it 
was possible. 

Mr. Kennepy. And that happened; is that right? 

Mr. Perers. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you worked inside the prison ? 

Mr. Peters. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, while in jail did Mr. Canaday receive any 
money from the teamsters union ? 

Mr. Perers. I heard he did. I never did see any of the actual 
money. I understood that he received some; yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. He received the money from the teamsters while he 

was in jail? 

Mr. Perers. I understood he did. That is something I could not 
prove. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you raise any question about his receiving 
money ? 

Mr. Perers. Yes, sir. I heard he was. I thought if he could, I 
should, too. 

Mr. Kennepy. What were you told. 

Mr. Perers. I was told I was not on the payroll of the union so they 
could not put me on the payroll there. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who told you that ? 

Mr. Perers. It was one of the business agents. I don’t remember 
which one. 

Mr. Kennepy. One of the business agents of the teamsters union ? 

Mr. Peters. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. So you yourself and Mr. Canaday were sentenced 
to jail for breaking windows in the barbership while that shop was 
having trouble with the barbers union. You were sentenced to jail, you 
received preferential treatment while in jail, and while in jail you 
understood Mr. Canaday received money from the teamsters union. 
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Mr. Perers. I heard he did. I did not have anything to substan- 
tiate that; I just heard it. 

Mr. Kennepy. You had an attorney ; did you not ? 

Mr. Peters. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who represented you in that case ? 

Mr. Perers. Two attorneys. One of them represented us jointly, 
and then I had another one from my hometown for me personally. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who was the one that represented you jointly ? 

Mr. Peters. Tom Osborne. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you pay him? 

Mr. Peters. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You paid him yourself? 

Mr. Peters. Part of it I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. What do you mean, part of it ? 

Mr. Perers. He was attorney for both of us. I don’t remember 
how much of it I paid. I think I paid some of it, though, sir, I don’t 
remember how much. The other attorney was compensated by my 
family. 

The Cuarrman. We will suspend for 2 or 3 minutes so counsel can 
receive a telephone call. 

(Members present at the taking of the recess were Senators Mc- 
Clellan and Curtis.) 

The Cuarrman. We will now proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. By whom were you arrested in connection with the 
breaking of the windows? Do you rember any incidents or circum- 
stances about that ? 

Mr. Perers. I think it was the sheriff of Davidson County, Tom 
Cartright. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know if that was after an investigation by 
the police ? 

Mr. Perers. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, we have an affidavit bearing on that 
and we would like to put it in the record and I do not believe the 
witness has any firsthand knowledge regarding it. 

The Cuatrman. The Chair will read into the record at this point 
and the reporter can check it for accuracy when he transcribes it, an 
affidavit from Paul E. Lever. 

Do you know him ? 

Mr. Perers. I think he was one of the county patrolmen that was 
investigating that, sir. 

The Cuatrman. All right, the Chair will read the affidavit. 

I, Paul BE. Lever, who reside at 709 Stockell Street, Nashville, Tenn., freely 
and voluntarily make the following statement to LaVern J. Duffy, who has 
identified himself to me as a member of the staff of the United States Senate 
Select Committee on Improper Activities in the Labor Management Field. No 
threat, force, or duress has been used to induce me to make this statement, 
nor have I received any promise of immunity from any consequences which may 
result from submission of this statement to the aforementioned Senate select 
committee. 

Since the year 1952 I have been a patrolman working out of the sheriff’s 
office in Nashville, Tenn. I am 46 years of age and a native of Nashville, Tenn. 

On April 9, 1955, I was in my patrol car along with Patrolman Darl Crocker 
in the vicinity of Eighth Avenue South in Nashville, when I was stopped by 4 
young men in their teens at approximately 11 or 11: 30 p. m. in the evening. The 
boys were excited and told us that they had just seen within the past few minutes 
a couple of men in a car break some barbershop windows. The boys said they 








7162 IMPROPER ACTIVITIES IN THE LABOR FIELD 


were seated in their parked automobile on Eighth Avenue South, a short distance 
from Reed’s barbershop, located at 1708 Eighth Avenue in Nashville when they 
saw a yellow convertible automobile pull up in front of Reed’s barbershop; 
they saw some movement in the car and next they heard a noise like the breaking 
of glass. They followed the yellow car up Eighth Avenue and when only a 
few blocks from Reed’s shop they saw this same yellow convertible parked in 
front of Bradford’s barbershop, located at 1010 Eighth Avenue South, in Nash- 
ville. The boys stated they slowed their car up so they could get the license 
number of the yellow car. The boys said they got the license-plate number 
and kept repeating it as they proceeded on Highth Avenue in search of a police 
officer. 

Within a couple of minutes after the boys related their story to us we stopped 
a yellow Oldsmobile convertible which was still in the vicinity of the barber- 
shops where the windows had been broken. There were two occupants in the 
ear and they identified themselves as Perry Canaday and Sam Peters, of the 
teamster union. . 

They denied that they had anything to do with breaking windows. When 
we asked the boys if these were the 2 men seen at the 2 barbershops, the 
boys replied that they were certain the yellow convertible was the same car, 
but they did not see the 2 men who were in it well enough to identify them. 

I released Cannady and Peters after the boys told me they could not identify 
the men in the car, and also because there was a discrepancy in reference to the 
license number on the car we stopped and the license number the boys gave us. 

The license number the boys gave me was 1—D-41776 and the car that we 
stopped had a license number of 1-D-14776. I also told the boys that I knew 
Perry Cannady of the teamster union, and that I used to work with him and I 
never knew him to do anything like this. The boys then drove off, and as far 
as I was concerned the case was closed. I did not report the incident to the 
police department nor file a report on the case. 

I did hear later that somehow the proprietors of the barbershops where the 
windows had been broken learned about the boys having some information about 
the incident and that they did talk to the boys. I also know that Peters and 
Cannady were convicted later for breaking the windows based on the testimony 
of the boys. 

I did not receive a reprimand from my superiors for handling of the case, the 
sergeant and captain did tell me that if a case like this should occur again I 
should call headquarters for advice. 

I have read the foregoing statement, and to the best of my knowledge it is 
true and correct. 

(Signed) Pau. E, Lever. 

Witnesses : 

JAMES MCSHANE. 
LAVERN J. DUFFY. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this 19th day of August 1957. 

(Signed) Rosertr D. Hatt, 
Chief Deputy Clerk, United States District Court, Nashville, Tenn. 

The CuHAtrman. Is that the kind of law enforcement they had down 
there at that time? 

Mr. Perers. Evidently it was part of it. 

The Cuarrman. It was part of the kind that they had ¢ 

Mr. Perers. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. So, notwithstanding you were stopped with Cana- 
day immediately afterward, and the boys identified the car you 
were in, and he twisted or he took 4 and 1, and reversed them in the 
license number, he looked you over, and he said, “Well, the case is 
closed ; goahead.” Is that right? 

Mr. Perers. Yes, sir. 

Senator Curtis. How long did Mr. Lever detain you and Canaday 
that night ? 

Mr. Perers. Approximately 30 minutes. 

Senator Curtis. Did he search the car? 

Mr. Perers. Yes, sir. 
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Senator Curtis. Did he find anything ? 

Mr. Perers. No, sir. 

Senator Curtis. The rocks were all gone? 

Mr. Perers. Yes, sir. 

Senator Curtis. Did he ask you if you had broken those windows? 

Mr. Perers. They didn’t say anything to me hardly at all. I think 
that they talked to Cannady. They didn’t say anything to me. 

Senator Curtis. He knew Cannady ¢ 

Mr. Perers. I understood he did; yes, sir. 

Senator Curtis. You were interrogated separately, then ? 

Mr. Perers. Later we were. 

Senator Curtis. I mean that night. 

Mr. Perers. No, sir; we were not interrogated at all. 

Senator Curtis. Well, you were detained 30 minutes, and where 
was this? 

Mr. Perers. On Eighth Avenue in Nashville. 

Senator Curtis. Well, now, where were you when he was talking 
to Canaday ¢ 

Mr. Perers. I was standing in the near vicinity, and I was standing 
there. 

Senator Curtis. He did not ask you much of anything ? 

Mr. Perers. Not too much, as I remember. 

Senator Curtis. Did you overhear what he asked Canaday ? 

Mr. Perers. I don’t remember, sir. 

Senator Curtis. Did you overhear what Canaday said to him? 

Mr. Peters. The biggest thing that was said, they looked at the 
license number and it was not the number that the boys had given, 
so they took us back up and the boys could not identify us as the 
ones they saw that did this and the boys said they could not say 
whether it was us or someone else. So we went on home. 

That was about the biggest part of the conversation as I remember 
it. 

Senator Curtis. Is this man Lever still working as an officer of 
the law ? 

Mr. Perers. I don’t know. 

Senator Curtis. I want to ask you, why were you breaking barber- 
shop windows? 

Mr. Perers. Sir, I think I said a few minutes ago. I have been 
trying to find an explanation for about 7 things I did there in a 
3- or 4-month period. 

Senator Curtis. I am not talking about your individual conduct. 
I am aware that you regret this, but why was anybody breaking 
barbershop windows? 

Mr. Perrers. Because those barbers did not belong to the union, 
I think, sir. 

Senator Curtis. Does that give someone the right to break win- 
dows? 

Mr. Perers. No, sir; it does not. 

Senator Curtis. If someone does not belong to the church or a 
fraternal organization that I would like to have him belong to, should 
I go around and throw rocks in his windows ? 

Mr. Perers. No, sir, I don’t see any excuse for it or any reason at 
all, now, and I can’t think of any reason to use for when it happened. 
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Senator Curtis. When did you first know you were going to go 
out and break barbershop windows? 

Mr. Peters. Early that evening. 

Senator Curtis. bid you talk to anybody in the barber’s union? 

Mr. Perers. No, sir, just Canaday and myself. 

Senator Curtis. Just Canaday ¢ 

Mr. Perers. Yes, sir. 

Senator Curtis. It was his scheme? 

Mr. Perers. Yes, sir. 

Senator Curtis. You did not originate the idea of breaking barber- 
shop windows ? 

Mr. Perers. No, sir, I don’t think that I can get all of the blame 
off myself, and I think that he said he was going to and I voluntarily 
went with him, and he used no duress or anything to get me to go 
with him. 

Senator Curtis. Over how long a period of time did you know this 
man Canaday ? 

Mr. Perers. I knew him from other than to know just who he was, 
from about the middle of November of 1954 up until the first of this 
year. 

Senator Curtis. Did you ever know him to carry a gun? 

Mr. Perers. I know that he had one and I don’t know—it is possible 
he might have carried it in his car and I don’t think I have ever seen 
him carry it on his person. 

Senator Curtis. It is possible he carried it in his car ? 

Mr. Perers. Yes, sir, | know he owned one. 

Senator Curtis. Did he ever refer to it in conversation ? 

Mr. Peters. Yes, sir, I think that I have heard him speak of it. 

Senator Curtis. Did he ever say what he used it for ? 

Mr. Perers. No, sir. 

Senator Curtis. You have never seen him use it ? 

Mr. Perers. No, sir. 

Senator Curtis. That is all. 

Mr. Kennepy. You have spoken of the 3 or 4 instances siruping and 
the 2 instances of breaking of the barbers’ windows and did you also 
participate in slashing of tires? 

Mr. Peters. Yes, sir, one time. 

Mr. Kennepy. When was that ? 

Mr. Perers. I don’t remember. 

Mr. Kennepy. Early in 1955? 

Mr. Perers. Yes, early in 1955 and the B. and S. Motor Lines 
and there were, I think—or I know that Smith was in the crowd and 
I don’t remember for sure if Cannady was or not, and I know or I 
think there was five people, but I couldn’t say for sure other than 
myself and Smith. I don’t remember if Cannady was in the crowd 
or not. 

Mr. Kennepy. At whose suggestion did you go along that time? 

Mr. Perers. W. A. Smith. 

Mr. Kennepy. And the B. and S. Motor Co. was having difficul- 
ties with the teamsters union at the time ? 

Mr. Peters. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. How many tires did you slash ? 

Mr. Perers. It was more than 2 or 3, but I don’t know the extent. 
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Mr. Kennepy. How did youslash them ? 

Mr. Perers. They used knives on them and I didn’t slash any of 
them, and I was in the automobile. 

Mr. Kennepy. You did not do any of it yourself? 

Mr. Perers. No, I was driving: 

Mr. Kennepy. Where was it 

Mr. Peters. In Nashville. 

Mr. Kennepy. At specifically where; at their depot ? 

Mr. Peters. I think it was at their depot ; yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, has any representative of any law enforce- 
ment group in Tennessee contacted you and questioned you about any 
of these events ? 

Mr. Perers. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Has anybody questioned you or any representative 
of any law-enforcement agency in Tennessee questioned you at all 
about any information you may have had about W. A. Smith, or 
Mr. Canaday ? 

Mr. Perers. Yes, sir, one time, about the time we were arrested 
for breaking the barbershop windows, and I declined to answer any 
questions. 

Mr. Kennepy. Other than that, have they ever questioned you? 

Mr. Perers. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Since you have been out of prison and settled in 
Ohio, they have not questioned you ? 

Mr. Pevers. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. So you have not been requested to give this infor- 
mation that you have regarding these people who are still officials 
of the teamsters union in Nashville, Tenn. ? 

Mr. Perers. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And no higher official of the teamsters union has 
ever requested any of the information that you might have regarding 
Mr. Cannady or Mr. Smith, is that right ? 

Mr. Perers. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did Smith go by any other name, other than W. A. 
Smith ¢ 

Mr. Prrers. “Smitty.” 

Mr. Kennepy. Did he have a hearing aid ? 

Mr. Perers. Yes, he had a hearing aid. The newspapers referred 
to him once or twice as “Dummy” but I don’t think anybody that 
knew him would call him that to his face. 

Senator Curtis. Your life has been considerably scarred by the 
fact that you fell in with such people as Canaday and these other 
teamster leaders, has it not ? 

Mr. Perers. Y es, sir. 

Senator Curtis. As you look at it now, you would have been hap- 
pier if you had never met any of them? 

Mr. Perers. Yes, sir, I would have been many times happier and 
it has caused me more than you can imagine, I think. 

Senator Curtis. That is true of other people, is it not ? 

Mr. Perers. Yes, sir. 

Senator Curtis. And you would have been better off if you had 
been in a community that in the very first instance there had been 
thorough and unbiased and vigorous law enforcement, would you 
not ¢ 
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Mr. Perers. Yes, sir. 

Senator Curtis. It would have brought these things to an end 
sooner ; would it not ? 

Mr. Perers. That is, since 1953 or 1954, it would have saved a lot 
of people a lot of headaches and a lot of people trying to run businesses 
a lot of money. 

Senator Curtis. I agree with you. I think the responsibility is 
right on local officials for tolerating a gangster war like this. 

Mr. Kennepy. Even the case in which you were convicted was 
actually solved through the efforts of the employers themselves ; isn’t 
that right ? 

Mr. Perers. Yes, sir; those and the attorney general’s office. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, Mr. Chairman, I would like to say in connec- 
tion with this witness, that we have contacted his employer and told 
him of his cooperation with the committee and he has been of help 
and assistance to the committee since the beginning of this investiga- 
tion and he has assured us that he will be retained in his present 
position as he has changed his life and he is trying to make a complete 
reformation. 

We have an affidavit here, in connection with Mr. Canaday receiv- 
ing money from the teamsters while in prison with him. 

The CuHarrman. Without reading it, I am going to insert it in the 
record at this point. This is from William Rowland Canaday, the 
brother of Perry Canaday. It can be inserted in the record at this 
point as a part of the evidence. 


I, William Rowland Canaday, who resides at 110 28th Avenue, South, Nash- 
ville, Tenn., freely and voluntarily make the following statement to LaVern J. 
Duffy, who has identified himself to me as a member of the staff of the United 
States Senate Select Committee on Improper Activities in the Labor Manage- 
ment Field. No threats, force, or duress has been used to induce me to make 
this statement, nor have I received any promise of immunity from any conse- 
quences which may result from submission of this statement to the aforemen- 
tioned Senate select committee : 

I am a brother of Perry Hartman Canaday, who is a business agent for local 
327, teamsters union, Nashville, Tenn. For the past 10 years I have been a 
member of the teamster local here in Nashville, and I am currently employed 
as a warehouseman at the T. I. M. E. Trucking Co., Inc., here in Nashville, 
Tenn. 

On July 24, 1956, my brother, Perry Canaday, was convicted for breaking 
windows of a nonunion barbershop in Nashville, Tenn., and sentenced to the 
Davidson County Workhouse for a period of 6 months. 

Shortly after my brother, Perry Canaday, was confined to the workhouse, 
I visited him. At that time he requested me to stop by the teamsters office 
in Nashville and pick up some money for him, and after I received the money 
I was to turn it over to his wife, Nora A. Canaday, who resides at Joseph 
Avenue, East Nashville, Tenn. 

Following his instructions I visited the teamster headquarters building and 
talked with Ed Smith, secretary-treasurer of the local. I asked Mr. Smith if 
he had any money for my brother, Perry Canaday. Mr. Smith advised me to 
return in a day or two; in a couple of days I did return to his office and he handed 
to me an envelope containing in the neighborhood of $200 in cash. He did not 
give me any instructions as to what disposition I was to make of this money. 

Shortly thereafter I handed the money over to Perry Canaday’s wife, Nora A. 
Canaday. Each month, subsequently, during the period of my brother Perry’s 
confinement in the workhouse, I visited the teamster headquarters and was 
handed by Ed Smith an envelope containing cash. The amount that I received 
on each one of these visits always was in the neighborhood of $200 with the 
exception of the amount that was handed to me at Christmas when an additional 
$50 was enclosed in the envelope. On my visits to the teamster headquarters, I 
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sometimes talked to Don Vestal, president of the local, in reference to the money 
for my brother; however, Ed Smith was always the one who handed me the 
envelope containing the cash. 

At no time during the period that I received this money from the teamsters 
union did I hand this money over personally to my brother, Perry; I always 
handed the money over to his wife, Nora Canaday. 

I might add when I first visited my brother in the workhouse he told me it 
was against regulation for him to have in his possession a large amount of 
money. Thus, he told me when I received the money to hand it over to his wife, 
which I did. 

I have read the foregoing statement, and to the best of my knowledge it is true 


and correct. 
(Signed) WurtittIAmM ROLAND CANADAY. 


Witnesses : 

LAVERN J. DUFFY. 
Lucy C. TERRELL. 

Sworn to and subscribed before me this 6th day of August 1957. 

(Signed) Nettie F. Kutsey, Notary Public. 

My commission expires November 27, 1960. 

Mr. Kennepy. This reflects, Mr. Chairman, that Mr. Canaday was 
paid by the teamsters union w hile he was in jail for the throwing of 
the rocks through the barbershop windows. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Peters, the Chair made some observations when 
the previous witness left the stand this mor ning. I think there is just 
as much obligation and certainly it is much more pleasant when the 
man comes before this committee or a witness comes before this com- 
mittee and tells the truth and tells what he knows and when he has 
done wrong, admits it. 

I think we ought to be just as quick or quicker to praise and com- 
mend people for doing right as we are to condemn people who do 
wrong. You have the thanks of this committee, and I think that you 
have the thanks and the appreciation of all good, decent citizens in 
this country. 

You made a mistake and you have repented of it and you regret it 
and you want to live a life now that is exemplary and that will show 
that you have seen the error of your ways and that you want to do 
right and have the respect and esteem of your fellow men. 

I commend you highly and I thank you. 

Mr. Perers. Thank you very much, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. I would like to recall Mrs. Freels back on the stand. 


TESTIMONY OF MRS. LOLA FREELS—Resumed 


The Cuatrman. Mr. Kennedy, you may proceed. 

Mrs. Freels has been previously sworn and identified. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, Mrs. Freels, you were testifying this morning 
regarding a telephone conversation to Nashville when Mr. Reynolds 
was having some difficulty with Mr. Evans of his union. There was 
a telephone call made to Nashville, Tenn., and there after, a stranger 
arrived on the scene and came into the headquarters in Knoxville; is 
that correct ? 

Mrs. Freers. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. He came into the headquarters in Knoxville with 
Mr. W. A. Smith? 

Mrs. Freens. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Now, could you tell us, did you see him around the 
office much that day ? 

Mrs. Freets. Yes, sir, he sat in the office with me and in fact he sat 
in the corner and of course there wasn’t anybody in there but just 
this boy and I. I talked to him and I believe he discussed a few 
things about his child or his children, and I don’t remember whether 
there was | or 2. 

I wondered why he came in with “Hard-of-Hearing” Smith and I 
believe Mr. Smith introduced him to me, but not by the name of Ellis. 
It was another name that I don’t recall. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was it ever explained to you as to why he was staying 
in the office ? 

Mrs. Freets. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. That he was there to see anybody; did you ever 
have that explained to you? 

Mrs. Frees. No, sir; not that day. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you subsequently ? 

Mrs. Freets. I found out the following day, Mr. Evans came to the 
window and his eyes were all blackened and his nose looked like it 
was broken and so I was sympathizing with him and I thought, well 
what happened to him. 

I asked Mr. Evans what happened and he said that his wife beat 
him or something. But she was such a small, little lady that I didn’t 
believe that. I studied about it, and so he said, “Lola, was there a 
stranger in town yesterday from Nashville or anywhere?” 

And at that moment it just did not register with me that he was 
talking about this particular boy and I said, “No, not that I know of, 
Eugene.” And then, after I looked down at the floor a minute, I said, 
“Yes; there was a boy in here, but I don’t know what he was here for. 
I don’t know his name, but he was a blond-headed fellow and he is 
sort of the athletic type.” 

And he said, “Well, that is the one that hit me when I got off the bus.” 
I said, “Well, did you hit him back?” and he said, “No; he knocked me 
down and he stomped me, and I didn’t realize what was happening.” 
And he told me something about there was a car waiting and this boy 
got into the car and he drove off. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, did you recognize the gentleman here this 
morning who testified ? 

Mrs. Freets. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And he refused to answer questions. 

Mrs. Freets. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you identify him as the same individual that 
came to your office that day ? 

Mrs. Freexs. Yes, sir; he has lost a little weight since then. 

Mr. Kennepy. He has lost a little weight ? 

Mrs. Frees. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. But it was the same individual ? 

Mrs. Frees. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. There is no question in your mind about that ? 

Mrs. Freets. No. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you in fact pick him out in the hallway prior 
to coming in here this morning? 

Mrs. Freexs. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Kennepy. As the same individual that came in and sat in your 
office and who was later identified through a physical description by 
Mr. Evans as the individual who had beaten him up ? 

Mrs. Freets. Yes, sir; that is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, Mrs. Freels, we have also had some testimony 
before the committee regarding the siruping of trucks. Did you ever 
hear any conversations regarding that matter in your office? Was 
there any conversation regarding the siruping of trucks with com- 
panies with whom the union was having a dispute ? 

Mrs. Freezs. Yes, sir. I heard something about Huber & Huber 
Motor Express. 

Mr. aw aur. That was a strike that was taking place in Knoxville, 
in 19554 

Mrs. Freets. I can’t give you the date on that, but it was the time 
that Robert Evans was fired. 

Mr. Kennepy. I believe it was about August of 1955, but would you 
tell us what happened and we will have the date in a few minutes. 
But would you tell us what conversation you overheard regarding the 
siruping of the trucks of Huber & Huber? 

Mrs. Freevs. I know Mr. Evans was terminating and the union went 
through different channels to try to get him back and they could not 
persuade the company to take him back. I know that the business 
agents contacted Mr. Clint Huff. 

Mr. Kennepy. I am interested in the siruping aspect of it. Could 
you give us that? 

Mrs. Freexs. Well, Mr. Perry, Charles Perry and W. J. Reynolds 
were in the office one afternoon discussing that they had to go out on a 
little trip that night and that they had to put some sirup in some 
trucks and the discussion was, I don’t remember everything in detail, 
but the conversation was that Mr. Reynolds would stay in the restau- 
rant and talk to the drivers while the sirup was being poured into 
the place where the oil is. 

He said something about that would give the truck a chance to run 
until it would stop for a little while, and then it wouldn’t run any 
more. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you hear any other further conversations about 
that incident? Did you have any conversations with Mr. Reynolds 
himself about it? 

Mr. Freets. No; I was sort of feeling Mr. Perry out, after that, 
and he said, “What do you know about that?” and I said, “Well, I 
just know what Mr. Reynolds said,” and he said, “If he doesn’t keep 
his big.mouth shut, he is going to bet us both in the pen.” 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Reynolds told you in the first part that it was 
his job to keep the drivers occupied in the conversation while the 
other gentleman put the sirup in the trucks; is that right? 

Mrs. Freers. That is right. 

Mr. Krennepy. Who was going to put the sirup in the trucks? 

Mrs. Frees. He didn’t tell me. 

Mr. Kennepy. But in the conversation you had with Mr. Payne, 
who was a business agent, he said, if Mr. Reynolds doesn’t keep his 
mouth shut he will “get us both in the pen,” is that right? 

Mrs. Freets. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Now, Mr. Chairman, we have in that connection the 
affidavits of two truck drivers who were engaged in conversation with 
Mr. Reynolds at a restaurant, and an hour after they pulled out of 
the restaurant they found that their trucks had been siruped. 

Mr. Reynolds, according to their conversation, kept them in con- 
versation during this period of time. 

The Cuarrman. I will read the facts of the affidavit without the 
formalities of it. This is an affidavit from Leon Mays. The entire 
affidavit may be printed in the record at this point. 


I, Leon Mays, 1210 East Louisiana Avenue, Knoxville, Tenn., telephone 2—7602, 
freely and voluntarily make the following statement to James McShane who has 
identified himself to me as a member of the staff of the United States Senate 
Committee on Improper Activities in the Labor or Management Field. No 
threat, force, or duress have been used to induce me to make this statement; nor 
have I received any promise of immunity from any consequences which may 
result from submission of the statement to the aforementioned Senate select 
committee. 

On or about August 30, 1955, I was working for Huber & Huber Trucking Co., 
Knoxville, Tenn., I made a stop at Grindstaff’s, about 30 miles south of Knoxville, 
to get a cup of coffee. After I had my coffee, I came out of the restaurant and 
saw William J. Reynolds, business agents, Teamsters Union, Local 621, Knox- 
ville, Tenn. 

He was talking to another Huber driver. I saw his black Cadillac parked 
nearby with an unknown man behind the steering wheel. I saw that Reynold’s 
Cadillac right rear tire was flat and told him so. He told me he was going to 
Ox-Bo Restaurant and gas station which is about 4 miles down the road from 
Grindstaff’s to have it repaired. I told Reynolds it was closed and he might as 
well change it now. 

I got back into my truck and drove for about 1 hour when the truck sud- 
denly bolted upward, in the middle of the road, and completely stopped. It had to 
be towed away by a wrecker. Later on I was informed that the truck motor 
had been siruped. 

(Signed) Lron Mays. 
Witnesses : 
JAMES MCSHANE. 
Paris E. Hovviert. 


Sworn and subscribed to before me this 15th day of November 1957. 


(Signed) Isaac GREEN. 
My commission expires April 23, 1960. 


I, James Church, Route 3, Concord, Tenn., telephone 84513, freely and volun- 
tarily make the following statement to James McShane who has identified him- 
self to me as a member of the staff of the United States Select Committee on 
Improper Activities in the Labor or Management Field. No threat, force, or 
duress have been used to induce me to make this statement, nor have I received 
any promise of immunity from any consequences which may result from sub- 
mission of the statement to the aforementioned Senate select committee. 

I have been employed by Huber & Huber for almost 7 years as a truckdriver. 
On or about August 30, 1955, I was en route from Knoxville, Tenn., to Atlanta, 
Ga., with a cargo. As is customary, I made a stop at Grindstaff’s which is a 
truck stop at Greenback, Tenn., about 30 miles south of Knoxville. 

I parked the truck and went inside. I was the first trucker in the restaurant. 
About 15 minutes later W. J. Reynolds, business agent, Teamsters Union Local 
621, Knoxville, came in and sat down and started talking to me. 

Shortly thereafter, some more Huber & Huber drivers came in and sat down 
with us. Reynolds seemed to be doing most of the talking. After I got through 
eating I left them and got into my truck and started. 

At Choates Truck Stop, about 65 miles from Grindstaff’s Drive-in, I made 
another stop. When I came out I could not start my truck. Later on I learned 
the truck had been siruped. 
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Now, looking back at it, it seems to me that Reynolds was in there that 
night for the purpose of keeping us there by entertaining us with stories. 
(Signed) JAMES CHURCH. 


Witnesses : 
JAMES MCSHANE. 
Paris FE. HOLuieRt. 


Sworn and subscribed before me this 15th day of November 1957. 
(Signed) Isaac GREEN, Notary Public. 

My commission expires April 26, 1960. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, did you ever hear or know or have any infor- 
mation regarding the actual purchase of sirup ¢ 

ao Freexs. Yes, sir. I had; I believe I kept two bills, where sirup 

vas purchased at one of the stor es in Knoxville. 

alae Kennepy. That was in 1956? 

Mrs. Freets I believe one was 1955. 

Mr. Kennepy. One was 1955, and the other was 1956; is that right ? 

Mrs. Freets. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. On whose instructions did you make the purchases? 

Mrs. Frees. The bill was brought to me, and when I put it in petty 
eash, I asked what the bill was for, and so I could put it down, and a 
Reynolds on the one in 1955, he ‘made the statement that sirup wa 
bought, and I, in turn, chee ‘ked with the store and found out it 
sirup. 

Mr. Kennepy. How much was the sirup—how much per can ? 

Mrs. Freets. Fofty-five cents per half gallon. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were there any other purchases made ? 

Mrs. Frees. Yes, sir; 3 sugars and 5 pounds, and three 5-pound 


bags. 
Mr. Kennepy. They purchased the sugar and the sirup; is that 
right ? 


Mrs. Freers. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. They purchased quite a number of these cans of 
sirup; is that correct ? 

Mrs. Freews. Yes, sir; I had the two bills to keep. 

Mr. Kennepy. On the one purchase in 1955, they purchased quite 
a number of cans of sirup; did they ? 

Mrs. Freezs. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. The Chair hands you here a card or memorandum 
with a cash-register ticket attached and asks you to examine them and 
state if you identify them, and what they are. 

Mrs. Freers. Yes, sir; this isthe bill for the sirup and the sugar. 

The CHarrMan. What does it total ? 

Mrs. Freets. $8.22, including tax. 

The Cuarrman. Who paid that bill? 

Mrs. Frees. It was paid out of petty cash. 

The CuarrmMan. By whom ? 

Mrs. Freers. Well, I gave the money out. 

The CuarrmMan. You paid the money out of the petty cash to whom ? 

Mrs. Freets. To Mr. Reynolds. 

The CuatrMan. You gave the money to Mr. Reynolds? 

Mrs. Frees. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrMan. That is what he turned in to get reimbursed out of 
petty cash ? 

Mrs. Freevs. Yes 
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The Cuarrman. That may be made exhibit No. 8. 

(Document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 8” for reference 
and will be found in the appendix on p. 7502.) 

Mr. Kennepy. That was the teamsters’ petty cash ; was it not ? 

Mrs. Frees. Teamsters petty cash. 

Mr. Kennepy. You said there was a second purchase in 1956? 

Mrs. Freets. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. I hand you what appears to be a phostostatic copy 
of cash expenditures for the month of August 1956 and ask you to 
examine an item that has been indicated here in red, apparently on 
the third day of the month, August 1956. The items total I believe 
some $39.35. 

Will you examine this document and state if you identify it and 
also if you have any information regarding the item that is marked 
in red. 

Mrs. Freers. Yes, sir. The $5.35 was sirup. That is during the 
time Newman-Pemberton was on strike. I don’t have any informa- 
tion that sirup was bought for the truck but assuming Newman & 
Pemberton being on strike that is about the only place it could have 
gone. 

The Cuatrman. They did not serve any sirup down there to eat; 
did they ? 

Mrs. Frees. No, sir. 

The CuarrMan. So it was not used there. 

Mrs. Freets. No, sir. 

The Carman. All right. That item may be made exhibit No. 9. 

(Document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 9” for reference 
and may be found in the files of the select committee. ) 

The Cuatrman. The total amount of the item was $39.35; is that 
correct ¢ 

Mrs. Freexs. That’s right. 

The Cuarrman. I present to you now a photostatic copy of a check 
dated August 3, 1956, made payable to ‘ask in the amount of $39.35, 
signed by W. J. Reynolds as president, and Hubert L. Payne, finan- 
cial secretary and treasurer of chauffeurs, teamsters, and helpers, 
local union No. 621, drawn on the Tennessee Valley Bank, Knoxville, 
Tenn., and ask you to examine that photostatic copy and see if you 
identify that check. 

Mrs. Freexs. This is the one for the sirup and the sick dues on Au- 
gust 3. 

The Cuarrman. That is in payment of the item entered in the cash 
book ; is it not? 

Mrs. Freexs. That’s right. 

The CuatrmMan. That may be made exhibit No. 10. 

(Document referred to was marked “Exhibit 10” for reference 
and will be found in the appendix on p. 7503.) 

The Cuairman. By whom is that check endorsed on the back ? 

Mrs. Freers. Teamsters local 621. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now I want to ask you as a general proposition, 
when the local in Knoxville was having difficulty, there was some prob- 
lem, would it make any telephone calls to the locals in Nashville or 
Chattanooga ? 

Mrs. Freets. Yes, sir. Ifa company was out on strike they usually 
stayed out a week or so. After that the local was not financially able 
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to support those men, to give them their wages, and they in turn 
would call different locals and ask them to send somebody in to help 
out on the strikes. Then after this would occur, after the people 
would come in, whoever they called, you could always pick up the 
paper the next morning or so and see where we had a violence. 

Mr. Kennepy. So there would be a telephone call. There would be 
some difficulty you would have with a company. A telephone call 
would be made to the local in Nashville or the local in Chattanooga, 
that 1, 2, or several individuals would come up there to Knoxville and 
within 1 or 2 or several days you would have violence; is that right ? 

Mrs. Freets. That’s right. 

Mr. Kennepy. That wasa procedure that followed invariably over 
a period while you were with the teamsters union ? 

Mrs. Freets. Yes, sir; that’s right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who would be the person usually called in Nash- 
ville ? 

Mrs. Frees. In Nashville, W. A. Smith, Hard Hearing Smithy. 

Senator Curtis. Who would place the calls? 

Mrs. Freeis. Sometimes I would place the call. 

Senator Curtis. Who would talk on them ? 

Mrs. Freevs. Mr. Reynolds or Mr. Payne. 

Senator Curtis. Mr. Payne is secretary-treasurer ? 

Mrs. Frees. Secretary-treasurer. 

Senator Curtis. Mr. Reynolds is the president ? 

Mrs. Frrets. President and business agent. 

Senator Curtis. To your knowledge are they still the officers of 
that union ? 

Mrs. Frrets. Mr. Payne is still there. Mr. Reynolds is not there. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who would they get from Chattanooga ¢ 

Mrs. Freevs. Glenn Smith. 

Mr. Kennepy. What was his position in Chattanooga ? 

Mrs. Freets. It is my understanding he was a business agent there. 
I think he came from Florida to Chattanooga. 

Mr. Kennepy. According to our records he was business agent as 
well as president of local 515 of Chattanooga. 

Mrs. Freers. I think he was business agent. 

Mr. Kennepy. And also president of the Teamsters Joint Council, 
No. 87? 

Mrs. Freets. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Would Glenn Smith come up to Knoxville and 
would there be violence that would follow his arrival in Knoxville? 

Mrs. Frees. Yes, sir, he would usually come in late in the after- 
noon and usually the next morning we would see something in the 
paper. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now specifically we had some testimony from a gen- 
tlemen this morning, the last witness who testified this morning, re- 
garding the dynamiting of his automobile which was outside his 
home, with the result that his wife and children were thrown out of 
bed and his wife suffered a great deal for a period of 4 or 5 months 
following. Was there any discussion in the headquarters regard- 
ing that matter of this car being dynamited belonging to this man 
working for Purity Packing Co. ? 
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Mrs. Freers. Yes, sir, I remember very distinctly. I mean this one 
stays with me because Glenn W. Smith called on the telephone that 
afternoon. I asked who was calling. He told me it was none of my 
business—only he put another word in front of it. So I finally let 
him talk to Mr. Payne. I was curious to know who was calling. So 
he talked to Mr. Payne. They laughed and talked awhile. After he 
finished I walked into Mr. Payne’s office and asked him who was 
calling. He said, “Lola, that was Glenn Smith from Chattanooga.” 
I told him what Mr. Smith said. 

He said, “Aw, he was just kidding you. He didn’t mean that.” 

Then I know the next day we were looking at the paper and saw 
in there about this car being blown up. I said, “Well, that is a shame 
they would blow up that poor boy’s car. That’s the only car he has.” 

Mr. Reynolds said: “Aw, the old car was not worth anything. He 
didn’t lose much.” 

I said, “Yes? That car means as much to him as that Cadillae 
means to you.” So he sort of laughed about it. 

I said, “I can’t understand why people do such things.” He said, 
“Do you believe everything that comes out in the paper?” 

I said, “Well, I believe just about all of it.” I said, “Surely they 
would not print something they shouldn’t.” 

He said, “Now, that is not so about blowing the lady out of bed, 
because I was so many feet away from there when it happened,” and 
he gave me the amount of feet, but the amount I don’t remember. 

He said, “I was so many feet away from there and I know that the 
explosion wasn’t hard enough to blow her out of the bed.” 

Mr. Kennepy. He told you that on the day following the dynamit- 
ing; is that right ? 

Mrs. Frees. Yes, sir, after it came out in the paper. 

The CHamman. This occurred last year? 

Mrs. Frees. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. October 26, 1956. 

The Cuarmman. I don’t know. I doubt if the statute of limitations 
has run against it. I am not familiar with the Tennessee law. Would 
you be willing to testify before a jury in Tennessee just what you 
testified here’ 

Mrs. Freets. Yes, sir. 

The Cwarrman. Well, I think there will be a little bit of public 
interest directed toward that area in Tennessee and the officials down 
there to see what action they take after this testimony has become 
known. You have never been interrogated about it, nobody down 
there has ever tried to find out anything from you about what you 
knew about it, have they ? 

Mrs. Frees. No, sir. 

The Cuarrman. As Senator Curtis has said, and we all recognize, 
the Federal Government cannet do everything in this field but if local 
law-enforcement officers will do their duty instead of getting under 
the thumb or heel, as it may be, of some of these racketeers, it would 
stop a lot of this in the country. 

Mrs. Freers. I heard the statement made in the office that the union 
members there where I am from would endorse their candidates and 
put them in office. 

The CHairman. Would what? 
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Mrs. Freers. Endorse their candidates and put them in office. 

The CuHatrman, In other words, some political arrangement pre- 
cedes this neglect of duty on the part of the officers. 

Mrs. Frees. That is my understanding. 

The CuHarmmnan. In other words, they get elected, they are under 
obligation to the union so that they do not pursue the enforcement of 
the law when the union is involved or its members. In other words, 
the union, its racketeering element, its thugs, and the goons can feel 
yretty free to go out in that area down there and beat up people, 
liom up their cars, blow women out of their beds with dynamite, just 
varry on a reign of terror, with almost complete immunity from arrest 
or from prosecution. Is that the condition that prevails down there ? 

Mrs. Freres. Seemingly. 

The CHarrMan. Seemingly is it? That is the way it seems from 
here, and you have been there, as you know. 

Mrs. FrReezs. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarman. Thank you. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now you have told about Glenn Smith from Chatta- 
nooga coming up and this explosion in connection with this automo- 
bile and the conversation Mr. Reynolds carried on. 

What about W. A. Smith? Can you give us any instances where 
he came from Nashville and there were explosions or dynamitings 
that took place and there was a conversation in the office of the team- 
ster headquarters regarding that? What about in the warehouse 
outside Nashville? Can you tell us about that / 

Mrs. Freevs. That was the Ajax Beer. 

Mr. Kennepy. Ajax Beer? 

Mrs. Freers. Ajax Beer Co. It is Ajax Beer Co. It was right 
after we had moved to the location at 311 Morgan Street. 

Mr. Kennepy. The teamsters were attempting to organize that at 
the time? 

Mrs. Freers. Yes, sir. They were trying to organize and the con- 
versation was pro and con between Mr. Payne and Mr. Reynolds in 
the office that if they couldn’t organize the place that they would blow 
them out of business: 

Mr. Kennepy. Did anybody say that? 

Mrs. Freers. Yes, sir; Mr. Reynolds. 

Mr. Kennepy. He said if they could not organize the place they 
would blow them out of business? 

Mrs. Freets. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was there any specific conversation regarding this ? 

Mrs. Freevs. I don’t know what brought on the conversation but 
Mr. Reynolds said something about they put some dynamite under the 
building or in the building or somewhere, and said that they were 
cruising down thé highway when they heard the explosion. I said, 
“Well, weren’t you afraid they would stop you or something?” He 
said, “No, we were driving along just like anybody else.” He said, 
“We didn’t leave any evidence.” 

The Cuairman. When was that dynamiting done? 

Mrs. Freecs. It must have been in 1955, I believe. 

The Cuarrman. I don’t know the laws of the State of Tennessee 
but I am quite confident it is a felony and I doubt if the statute of 
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limitations has run against that offense. There is still a lot of work 
for the law-enforcement officers to do in that area, as I see it. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was there some conversation also regarding the 
Robinson Freight Co.? Do you remember any conversation ? 

Mrs. Freets. Yes, sir. I know some tires were slashed there, but 
I don’t know who did that, and there was some conversation in the 
office about one of the truck doors being slashed. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was there any conversation about the fact if they 
didn’t come around they would be given a little party ¢ 

Mrs. Frees. That was on Roddy Manufacturing Co. 

Mr. Kennepy. Roddy Manufacturing Co. ? 

Mrs. Freers. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. R-o-d-d-y ? 

Mrs. Freets. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. What conversation took place in connection with 
that ? 

Mrs. Freets. Those boys were out on strike. Of course, to get 
them to come out the teamsters promised them this and that. Those 
boys came out. So after they stayed out a certain length of time, they 
call somebody in to help, and before they called, I believe they called 
a Smith from Chattanooga. I don’t know his given name, but he was 
a dark-headed fellow. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is another Smith, from Chattanooga. 

Mrs. Frees. Yes,sir. Mr. Payne came to the edge of my desk and 
said “Well, we are going to have to give Old Man Roddy a little 
party if he does not sign that letter of recognition.” I believe it was 
the following day that this Mr. Smith came in from Chattanooga and 
he went down; of course he talked to Mr. Roddy’s attorney and they 
were old friends, and of course they signed the letter of recognition 
up on the side of the building. 

Mr. Kennepy. So it was all settled ; the party was not necesssary. 

Mrs. Frees. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you ever hear them say they were going to give 
any judges down there a little party if they ste arted issuing these 
injunctions? 

Mrs. Freets. Yes, sir, Judge Dawson. 

Mr. Kennepy. Why w ere they going to give hima party ¢ 

Mrs. Freexs. Because he issued an injunction on the J. F, G. Cof- 
fee Co. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who said they were going to give him a party ? 

Mrs. Freers. Mr. Payne made that statement at the edge of my 
desk; but he is the quiet one—he does not say much. I mean he can’t 
remember anything. 

Mr. Kennepy. What do you understand was meant when they said 
they were going to give these people parties. 

Mrs. Freets. It meant one thing. After working with the team- 
sters that long, even a parrot would know what they were talking 
about. They would eventually catch on. 

Mr. Kennepy. In your estimation, from the course of conversa- 
tions you heard in the office, what was meant when they said they 
were going to give these companies, individuals, judges, a party ? 

Mrs. Freets. It meant there was going to be a violence of some 
kind, either beating, dynamiting, or tire slashing or something. 
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Mr. Kennepy. In the Newman-Pemberton strike in 1956, did you 
also hear some conversations in the office regarding the dynamiting 
of that company ¢ 

Mrs. Frees. Yes,sir. The morning the paper came out, that morn- 
ing Mr. Payne had the paper and he was laughing about it, I believe 
it was about part of the truck being in the tree, being up on some- 
thing. He was laughing about it. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did Mr. W. A. Smith come up the night before on 
that 

Mrs. Freets. Yes, sir; he was in town. He was laughing about 
that. He said, “Well, what is going to happen next! We are going 
to blow him sky high.” 

The Cuarman. Did they blow a truck up in a tree, part of it? 

Mrs. Freexs. Part of it. 

The Cuatrman. It lodged up somewhere. 

Mrs. Freets. It lodged up. I don’t know whether it was on a tree 

a tele »phone pole. Any way, I said, “How can they do that and no- 
body know anything about it?” Mr. Reynolds said, “Well, I don’t 
know. They had a night watchman down there, and they also had a 
man on the picket line but neither one of them seemed to hear any- 
thing or see anything. " 

Mr. Kennepy. The incident you have told us occurred the day fol- 
lowing the evening of the arrival of W. A. Smith in town; is that 
right ! 

Mrs. Freers. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. This is another incident where Mr. Smith, either 
W. A. or Glenn Smith, was called into town and violence occurred 
shortly afterward. 

Mrs. Freets. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. Where do they get their dynamite? 

Mrs. Freevs. The only thing I know, Mr. Reynolds said they did 
not buy it in the town. 

The CHarrman. Said what? 

Mrs. Frees. Said they would not buy it in the city where they 
were located. He said they went outside to another city somewhere 
and purchs ased the dynamite. 

The Cuatrman. He did not tell you which city ? 

Mrs. Freers. No, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Or from whom they purchased ? 

Mrs. Freets. No, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. I just wondered when the Smiths came to town 
whether they brought a few sticks of dynamite along with them. 

Mrs. Freets. I don’t know. 

Senator Curtis. Were there any financial transactions through your 
petty-cash handlings or otherwise that involved the payment for 
dynamite ¢ 

Mrs. Freets. Yes, sir; there was one I remember, to Mr. Reynolds. 
He was discussing this with Mr. Hubert L. Payne about buying some 
dynamite and paying for it, and he was wanting his check. So Mr. 
Payne says—— 

Senator Curtis. Who had purchased it? 

Mrs. Freets. Mr. Reynolds. So I was listening because I wanted 
to see who bought the dynamite and all about it. So I went to the 
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door and just as I started to get up, they closed the door but I still 
could hear through the crack. “So Mr. Payne said, “I don’t remember 
a thing about you buying any dynamite. » He said, “It just slipped 
my mind.” But he said, “Tf you say you bought it, go on in there and 
get your check.” So Mr. Reynolds came in where I was and said, 
“Lola, write me a check.” I said, “For what?” He said, “Well, some 
dynamite I bought. I paid for it out of my own money.” He said, 
“That crazy Payne; he does not seem to remember a thing.” 

I wrote the check, which was $50, and I asked him what he w anted 
me to put down for it. He said, “Put organizing expenses on it.” 

The Cuarrman. Did you carry out the instructions ? 

Mrs. Freets. You have to work with the teamsters local. 

The Cuarrman. I understand. You did carry out instructions. 

Mrs. Freexs. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrrman. Would you recognize the $50 check that you paid 
and marked it for organizational expenses if you saw a photostatic 
copy of it? 

Mrs. Freets. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. I present such a document to you for your identi- 
fication. 

Mrs. Freets. Yes, sir; this is the check that I wrote. 

The Cuatrman. According to your information from Mr. Reyn- 
olds to whom you made the check payable, that was a payment to 
reimburse him for money he had spent to buy dynamite ¢ 

Mrs. Freets. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. That check may be made exhibit No. 11. 

(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 11” for refer- 
ence and may be found in the appendix on p. 7504.) 

Senator Curtis. Did they get enough money there from local dues 
to carry on all these things ? 

Mrs. Freeis. No, sir. We just had about 700, I would say approxi- 
mately 700 to 800 members that we paid per capita tax on. 

Senator Curtis. This is not a question for you to reply to, but 
throughout all this testimony I cannot help but think of the many, 
many individual truckdrivers and workers over the United States who 
are not hoodlums and who are not criminals, who work at that to 
support their families. I am thoroughly convinced that they are 
unwilling contributors to enterprises like this, that they would not 
willingly pay their money into an organization in order to carry on 
such criminal activities. Their rights are being denied. They are 

‘aptives. They are victims of a system where someone has to support 
this gangster activity in order to hold their job and make a living. 
It is wrong and it is a responsibility that must be faced by everybody. 

The Cuamman. Do you have anything further, Mr. Kennedy ? 

Mr. Kennepy. Yes, I have one other thing. 

You left the union in 1956? 

Mrs. Freets. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. What were the circumstances under which you had 
a falling out with the teamsters local ? 

Mrs. Freets. Because the officeworkers put a picket line on the 
teamsters local. 

Mr. Kennpy. You were a member of the officeworkers union ? 

Mrs. Freets. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Kennepy. And they began to picket the teamsters ? 

Mrs. Freets. Yes,sir. I still am a member as of this time. I don’t 
know how long I will be. 

Mr. Kennepy. But they felt that the teamsters were engaging in 
unfair practices with their own employees; is that right 

Mrs. Freecs. That’s right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you went out on strike? 

Mrs. Freets. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And were they upset by the fact you were striking 
against them and the officeworkers employees were striking? 

Mrs. Freets. Yes, sir, Mr. Payne came to my desk—well, I got fired 
the night the picket line was put on. 

Mr. Kennepy. For going out on strike? 

Mrs. Freers. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did he tell you at that time? 

Mrs. Freets. Mr. Reynolds came out on the picket line. He said, 
“Lola, you are finished with the teamsters. I would like you to turn 
in your keys. You are fired.” I said, “Thank you.” So I gave him 
my keys. 

So we walked the picket line that night. They called in their attor- 
ney, Mr. Reynolds from Knoxville, for the teamsters. Of course, the 
oficeworkers met with their attorney. The attorney advised Mr. 
Reynolds to put me back to work, but if he wanted to eventually get 
rid of me he could. 

Mr. Kennepy. What was the dispute between the officeworkers 
union and the teamsters ¢ 

Mrs. Freevs. They brought a girl in from the Nashville local who 
was on a withdrawal card and she was not a member of the office- 
workers in Knoxville and she did not contact them. She would not 
put her withdrawal card in, I mean, deposit her withdrawal card. 

Mr. Kennepy. So they had broken their contract with the employees 
union; is that right ? 

Mrs. Freets. Yes,sir. You see, according to our contract the team- 
sters were supposed to call the officeworkers whenever they need a 
girl, but the teamsters said they would hire whoever they wanted to 
and work whoever they wanted to. 

The Cuarrman. In that respect they do not practice what they 
preach. 

Mrs. Freets. No, sir. In fact, our contract expired in September 
and it wasn’t signed until I believe the day I left there. They signed 
my contract and then got rid of me. 

Senator Curtis. Did the teamsters union cooperate with any other 
unions, assist other unions when they were having a strike or have a 
cooperative arrangement with them in any way ? 

Mrs. Freets. Yes, sir, if they had some grocery store or something 
on the unfair list they would call each local union there in town and 
ask them to cooperate and to ask their members not to buy this 
product. 

Senator Curtis. The teamsters would make those calls? 

Mrs. Freers. Yes, sir. 

Senator Curtis. What union would be involved with the store; the 
teamsters ? 

Mrs. Freets. Yes, sir, the teamsters. 
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Senator Curtis. They would call other unions and ask them to assist 
in boycotting the store ? 

Mrs. Freets. Yes, sir. 

Senator Curtis. What other unions would they call? 

Mrs. Frees. Well, we were in the same building with a lot of the 
labor organizations, the laborers’ local. 

Senator Curtis. That is common laborers ? 

Mrs. Freets. Yes, sir. And the millrights, the plasterers and 
cement finishers were there. And the iron workers, the carpenters 
local. They called just about everybody in town and asked them to 
remember not to buy this particular item from different stores. 

Senator Curtis. Do you know any other union that appealed to the 
teamsters and asked them for their help 

Mrs. Frees. Not anybody in particular. On this Judge Dawson 
that we were talking about, when he issued this injunction “the Knox- 
ville building trades in Knoxville was asked to call the representatives 
from each local union and that they go and make an impression on 
Judge Dawson and let him know that they had quite a few union 
people that wouldn’t stand for such a thing. 

Senator Curtis. Who did he issue the injunction against? What 
union ? 

Mrs. Freets. The teamsters local. 

Senator Curtis. Whose idea was that to impress the judge? 

Mrs. Freevs. That was Mr. Payne’s idea. He said he thought if he 
got a group of the representatives from different locals that they could 
go up there and make this—I have never seen Judge Dawson but his 
expression was that they would make this old man quit issuing in- 
junctions. 

Senator Curtis. Did any unions agree to do that ? 

Mrs. Frees. There were several of them that went that morning. 

Senator Curtis. Do you know which ones were involved ? 

Mrs. Freers. No, I don’t. 

Senator Curtis. Where did the barbers union fit into this picture? 

Mrs. Freets. The barbers, I don’t know anything about the barbers. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is Nashville. 

So you went out on strike. Did anybody say anything to you how 
the teamsters felt about being struck by another union ? 

Mrs. Freers. Yes, sir. Mr. Payne came to my desk and he said— 
well, that was the next morning after I went back to work. They 
agreed to take me back to work that night. The morning I went back 
to work he said, “Lola, for your information, the intern ation: al is very 
upset over the picket being put on. the teamsters local,” and he says, 
— will eventually get rid of you.’ 

I said, “Well, they have to be shown one time or anothe we 

Mr. Kennepy. Youcontinued to work there for a period of time ? 

Mrs. Freers. Yes, sir; the strike, I believe, was in September, and I 
was terminated in November. 

Mr. Kennepy. In November of 1956 ? 

Mrs. Freets. Yes, sir; and after that statement was made my wages 
were decreased, and I mean I have had a rough time of it since then. 

Mr. Kennepy. After that your wages were decreased ? 

Mrs. Frees. Yes, sir 
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Mr. Kennepy. From September to November, and finally you were 
fired ; is that right ? 

Mrs. Freets. Y es, sir. 

Mr. Kennevy. What reason did the ey give for firing you? 

Mrs. Freets. Well, on my termination slip it said “Spreading false 
rumors,” I believe. 

Mr. Kennepy. What was the situation in connection with that? 

Mrs. Freets. I was talking to one of the business agents wives, and 
a lot of times if they were out late they would call me and ask we 
where they were. 

Mr. Krennepy. If the business agent was out late, their wives would 
call you and ask you where they were ? 

Mrs. Freets. Yes, sir. So on this particular one, Mrs. Payne 
wanted to know if Mr. Payne was in a meeting that night, and I told 
her I didn’t know, I didn’t think so, they didn’t have anything sched- 
uled. So I think’ they went all over town looking for him, and they 
finally found him. He said he was in a lawyer's offic e, and, of course, 
I don’t know, but that was what he told me. 

Also, Mrs. V andergrift was in this, too, and she was looking for her 
husband. 

Mr. Kennepy. Those were the false rumors ? 

Mrs. Freets. So Mr. Payne got me out of bed and called me. My 
father answered the phone about 12 or 1 o’clock that night, and got me 
out of bed, and he said, “What did you tell my wife that 1 wasn’t at a 
meeting for?” And I said, “Well, Payne, I didn’ t think you were, and 
I didn’t know you had a meeting sc ‘heduled.” And he said, “Well, we 
will see what we can do about this tomorrow. 

So I went into the office, and I hated to go, but I did. I knew what 
was coming. And I went on in, and as soon as I got in the door he 
started, he and Mr. Vandergrift. So he said, well, if Mr. Reynolds 
didn’t fire me, he would call Mr. Mendoza and have him fire me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who was he at the time? Was he international 
organizer for the teamsters ? 

Mrs. Freets. Mr. Mendoza came in, and that was during the time 
the local was going under trusteeship, and so Mr. Mendoza came in 
and, of course, I worked there a day or two, and he came to me about 
4:30 one afternoon, and Payne and Vandergrift, in turn, told him 
what happened. And so I called the officeworkers in, and it happened 
that Mr. Murtha knows the president of the officeworkers, and they 
are good friends. I couldn’t get anything done through them, so I, 
in turn, contacted Ray Jenkins in Knoxville, and I thought that 
something ought to be done. So he said, “Just wait awhile, Lola, 
maybe everything will come out.’ 

Mr. Krnnepy. He was somebody who knows. 

Mrs. Frees. So I explained everything to him, and he told me 
to wait, and so I was fired about 4:30, and I cathered up everything 
Thad and I started to walk out and I thought, “Well, I will need a 
separation notice,” and so Mr. Mendoza was ‘sitting there, and I said, 
“Mr. Mendoza, may I have my separation notice?” And he s said, 
“Well, can’t you wait a day or two?” And I said, “No, I would like 
to have it now.” And he said, “Well, I don’t have any separation 
forms.” And I said, “I beg your pardon, you do have, and I have 
some in my desk drawer.” 
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So I got the separation notices out, and I said, “Here are the forms. 
Now could I have my separation notice?” And he said, “No, I will 
send it to you in a day or two, because I don’t know what I am going 
to put on it.” And he said, “Why are you in such a hurry for it, and 
why do you want it?” So I was angry ‘at that time, and I said, “Well, 
I am going to take that out and see if I can’t get that rew ard that is 
going ‘around in the paper,” and, boy, he hit the ceiling then. 

Mr. Kennepy. What was the reward for ? 

Mrs. Freers. I don’t remember. 

Mr. Kennepy. For the dynamiting, or information on the dyna- 
miting ? 

Mrs. Frees. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. It was $15,000 reward at that time: was it not ? 

Mrs. Freexs. I don’t remember the amount, but it was the first 
thing that came in my mind. So I told him that, and I went out to 
dinner that night and about 10 o’clock my mother received a call, 
somebody wanting to see me. So she told them I would be in about 
10: 30, and at 10:30 I drove up in the driveway, and, of course, this 
car was parked up from the house. As I got out of the car, this car 
came driving up and it was Mr. Reynolds. He said, “Lola, get in 
the car, I want to talk to you a minute.” And I said, “Well, come 
on in the house and we can talk better.” And he said, “No, I want 
you to sit out here.” Of course, mother saw me come up and she came 
to the window and she knew what had happened and everything that 
had happened, and she was a little bit worried. 

So she stayed there at the window, and I went to the window and 
told her everything was all right, and so I sat down in the car with 
Bill Reynolds. He told me that Mr. Mendoza had called him to the 
hotel and asked him to come out and see me, and asked me not to say 
anything that would probably get him put in the pen. He sat there 
and talked a long time. He said, “Lola, I don’t want you to say any- 
thing about what has happened because I have got my wife and my 
child to think about,” and I said, “Well, Bill, if the teamsters hi ave got 
you mn anything you ought to tell who has gotten you into it,” but, I 
said, “If they ever contact me I will go and I will tell just exactly 
what I know,” and I said, “If it hurts you or whoever it hurts it 
should be stopped.” 

So I was contacted by the committee, and here I am. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did Mr. Reynolds say what Mr. Mendoza had prom- 
ised him if he could stay out of the pen? 

Mrs. Freets. Yes: Mr. Reynolds told me that night that Mr. Men- 
doza told him that he would give him a good job in another local 
union if he could stay out of the pen at least a year. 

Mr. Kennepy. He was being removed from his job at that time ? 

Mrs. Freets. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. If he could stay out of the pen for a year, they would 
give him a job in another local ? 

Mrs. Frees. Give him a job in another local. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know what Reynolds is doing now? 

Mrs. Freets. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. The year is not up yet. Didn’t that happen about 
1956, the end of 1956? 

Mrs. Freets. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Kennepy. You have never been contacted by any of the law- 
enforcement agencies ¢ 

Mrs. Freezs. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Duffy and Mr. McShane were the first ones to 
contact you ¢ 

Mrs. Freets. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you receive any threats regarding your testi- 
mony / 

Mrs. Freexs. I received two calls while I was working, and I am 
employed in another place, which is not union. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did you hear ? 

Mrs. Freets. I received two calls; I guess it w _ about 2 days apart, 
and it sounded like a man, and I am not sure. I don’t know who it 
was, but he sounded like a man with a gruff sort of voice, and he said 
“Mrs. Freels, you had better keep your mouth shut,” and it was real 
deep, and I got so upset on my job I couldn’t hardly do it. So I didn’t 
say anything to my boss about it, and he didn’t know a thing in the 
world about it until he was contacted about my coming here. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did he know you were upset at that time / 

Mrs. Freets. Yes, sir; he came over to me, and he said, “Mrs. 
Freels, what is wrong?” And I said, “Oh, nothing,” and I just kept 
on working. 

Mr. Kennepy. You didn’t tell him until you were subpenaed to 
appear before the committee ? 

Mrs. Frees. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is all. 

The Cuairman. The Chair, on behalf of the committee, wishes to 
thank you. If we had more people like this in the country who would 
come forth with what they know and help expose this nefarious racket 
that was going on, we could soon make this a better country. You 
are to be highly commended, and if you get any other = from any 
source, pass that word on to this committee at once. I do not know 
what the local officials will do to give you protection, but they owe 
it to you and they owe it to every decent, law-abiding citizen in this 
country. They have to get on one side or the other, on the side of 
law and order, and protect human rights and property rights and 
the lives and physical welfare of people and keep them from being 
assaulted and maimed and crippled. Otherwise, we will soon have a 
jungle in America. 

We have got to protect our civilization, and it is tragic, I think, 
that we have to go to all of this trouble to try to protect it against the 
characters and elements. I said “characters.” They are low charac- 
ters, if they have any character at all, that are engaging in these activi- 
ties. If you get any threat at all, you let this committee know about it 
immediately. 

And, again, thank you very much. 

Mr. Kennepy. That will be all for this witness. This will just 
take a few minutes, but she testified as to the situation of a telephone 
call being made, and then dynamitings and violence following a call, 
and then Smith and the other Smith, ' “Hard of Hearing” Smith, ap- 
pearing on the scene. We have a situation down in Jackson, Miss., 
which I would just have our staff investigator testify to to put the 
facts in the record, and it will just take a few minutes. 

Mr. McShane, will you testify, please ? 
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TESTIMONY OF JAMES P. McSHANE 


The Cuarrman. You have been previously sworn. and you may 
proceed. 

Mr. McSuane. Thank you, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you find, Mr. McShane, that there was a tele- 
phone call made from Jackson, Miss., where the teamsters union was 
having difficulty at the time? There was a telephone call made up to 
Tennessee ¢ 

Mr. McSuane. I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. To whom was the telephone call ? 

Mr. McSuane. It was made to Mr. Don Vestal. 

Mr. Kennepy. Whois he? 

Mr. McSuane.. The president and business agent of local 327 in 
Nashville. 

Mr. Kennepy. From where was the telephone call made? 

Mr. McSuane. The telephone call was made from the union hall of 
local 891 in Jackson, Miss. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was that union at that time having some difficulty 
with a company in Jackson, Miss. ? 

Mr. McSuane. Yes, sir. At that time they were having a labor 
difficulty with the cottonseed oil company mills at Jackson, Miss., and 
also at Tallulah, La. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you make an investigation to determine 
whether Mr. Glenn W. Smith or Mr. W. A. Smith went to Jackson, 
Miss. ? 

Mr. McSuane. Yes, sir; I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you find that both of those individuals went 
down to Jackson, Miss. ? 

Mr. McSuane. Both of them were there, and both of them were 
seen in the union hall, and also on the picket line a few days prior to 
the dynamiting. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you find out that the point of the call was to 
obtain the help of these teamster officials ? 

Mr. McSuane. Yes, sir, and, in effect, the message was, “We are in 
trouble; and we need your help. Please send someone down.” 

Mr. Kennepy. You have an affidavit to that effect ? 

Mr. McSuane. I have an affidavit to that effect. 

Mr. Kennepy. Could we have that affidavit made a part of the 
record ? 

The Cuarrman. That affidavit may be made a part of the record. 

(The affidavit referred to follows :) 


AFFIDAVIT 


I, Mrs. Lloyd A. Hutchins, who reside at 44020 North Hoban Avenue, Lan- ° 


easter, Calif., freely and voluntarily make the following statement to LaVern J. 
Duffy, who has identified himself to me as a member of the staff of the United 
States Senate Select Committee on Improper Activities in the Labor-Manage- 
ment Field. No threats, force, or duress has been used to induce me to make 
this statement, nor have I received any promise of immunity from any conse- 
quences which may result from submission of this statement to the aforemen- 
tioned Senate select committee: 

In January 1956, I, Mrs. Lloyd A. Hutchins, was employed by teamsters 
union local 891, Jackson, Miss. My duties with the union were of a clerical 
nature in the office of the union hall, located at 130 West Woodrow Wilson 
Drive, Jackson, Miss. 
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On December 31, 1955, the teamsters union called a strike against the 
Southland Cotton Oil Co., 1000 Mill Street, Jackson, Miss. 

On or about January 9, 1956, during the Southland Cotton Oil Co. strike, I 
overheard Mrs. Bess Hoover, secretary of local 891 and wife of the president 
and business agent, “Red” Hoover, make a long-distance telephone call to the 
teamsters office in Nashville, Tenn. During this telephone conversation, I heard 
Mrs. Hoover remark, “Don, we are in bad shape. You had better send help 
down.” 

Later the same day, on or about January 9, 1956, I heard Mr. “Red” Hoover 
request his wife to call Mr. Don Vestal of teamsters local 327 in Nashville, 
Tenn., on the telephone. Mr. Hoover went into his inner office and closed the 
door. Mrs. Hoover placed the call to Mr. Vestal and before she referred the 

all to Mr. Hoover, she told Mr. Vestal not to say anything about the fact that 
she (Mrs. Hoover) had spoken to him earlier on the telephone. 

I have read the foregoing statement, and to the best of my knowledge, it is 
true and correct. 

Mrs. Lioyp A. HUTCHINS. 

Witnesses : 

HELEN C. Kurrz. 
Mrs. JERRY R. PITTMAN. 

Sworn to and subscribed before me this 18th day of October 1957. 

T. L. THomas, Notary Public. 

My commission expires September 7, 1958. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you find that after Mr. Glenn Smith and Mr. 
W. A. Smith, one from Chattanooga and the other from Nashville, 
that after they arrived on the scene down in Jac kson, Miss , that some 
violence occurred ? 

Mr. McSuane. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. What kind of violence? 

Mr. McSuane. On the night of January 15, 1956, about 11:20 
p. m., a Mr. Nabors, who was the night superintendent at the plant, 
observed the green Cadillac sedan pull up by a fence and stop. A 
man got out and threw a heavy package over the fence beneath the 
transformer belonging to the Mississippi Power & Light Co., which 
was on the company “property. He observed that there was a fuse 
attached and that it was burning. With the assistance of several 
employees, he succeeded in putting out the fuse. 

About that time, on the other side of the plant, there were two 
terrific explosions. A subsequent investigation disclosed that there 
were two 300,000 gallon capacity tanks containing black oil and 1 
cottonseed storage bin containing cottonseed had been completely 
destroyed. The estimated damage of that was $35,000. 

Mr. Kennepy. That was $35,000 and water was sprayed on some 
of the dynamite before it exploded ? 

Mr. McSuanr. Twenty-one sticks of dynamite were recovered. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you have some affid: ivits there indicating that 
the reason for Mr. Smith being present in Jackson, Miss., was for 
the purpose of dynamiting or participating in this violence? 

Mr. McSuane. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you have some information or some affidavits 
there indicating that they were seen on the picket line and were active 
in the strike ? 

Mr. McSuane. Yes, sir, and also at the union hall. 

Mr. Kennepy. This is Jackson, Miss., and we will have some other 
information regarding the activities of some of these individuals in 
Florida, but I wanted to get that in the record at the present time. 

Mr. McSuane. There was also a dynamiting an hour later, at Tal- 
lulah, La., belonging to the same company. 
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Mr. Kennepy. How far away was that? 

Mr. McSuane. Roughly about 70 miles away, and there was a 
dynamiting there, and a medium-sized tank was destroyed, and the 
estimated damage to that was $1,600, and it was the same company, 
and another mill plant. 

Mr. Krennepy. Was there an investigation made to determine 
whether it was the same kind of dynamite that was used in both? 

Mr. McSuane. The dynamite found at both scenes was taken and 
sent to the Louisiana State Department of Public Safety, the division 
of police, located at Baton Rouge, and a Dr. Ray Herd examined all 
of the articles, and said that in his opinion these materials were 
identical in every respect, and that they came from the same source. 

The Cuarrman. All right, the affidavit you referred to may be placed 
in the record. 


( Affidavits referred to follow :) 


AFFIDAVIT 


I, Daniel W. Moulder, 2318 Bailey Avenue, Jackson, Miss., telephone No. 
24334, freely and voluntarily make the following statement to Mr. James 
McShane who has identified himself to me as a member of the staff of the United 
States Select Committee on Improper Activities in the Labor or Management 
Field. No threat, force, or duress have been used to induce me to make this 
statement, nor have I received any promise of immunity from any consequences 
which may result from submission of the statement to the aforementioned 
Senate select committee. 

A couple of nights before the dynamiting up at the Southland Cotton Oil 
Co., 1000 Mill Street, Jackson, Miss., I went to the meeting hall of the teamsters’ 
union, local 891, address 130 West Woodrow Wilson Drive, Jackson, Miss. 

It was on or about January 12, 1956, at about 9 p. m. I was to attend a 
meeting that L. M. “Red” Hoover, president of local teamster’s 891, had called 
for several of us fellows regarding the strike up at the Southland Cotton Oil Co. 
plant. 

While in the union hall waiting for the meeting to start I went over to the 
door of the office of “Red” Hoover. I wanted to get something inside his office. 
The door was closed. Mrs. Hoover, secretary of local No. 891, and wife of “Red” 
Hoover, was standing near the door. She told me not to open it as there was a 
private meeting going on inside of “Red” Hoover’s office. I walked back to the 
other side of the room and waited. About a half hour later Hoover's office door 
opened and out walked W. E. Huff, who lives at 435 Roland Street, Jackson, 
and Charlie Hudson, who resides at 309 Pearl Drive East, Jackson, Miss. They 
are members of local 891, and were active up at the strike at Southland Oil 
plant. Also coming out of the office was “Red” Hoover and two other fellows whom 
I did not recall having seen around the union hall before. Huff and Hudson 
came over and spoke to me. Where the other men went I do not know. 

I have been shown 16 pictures of a group of men by Mr. James McShane a 
member of the subcommittee staff. From these pictures I positively recognized 
two men. Mr. McShane informs me one is Glenn W. Smith, president of team- 
ster’s local No. 515, Chattanooga. The aati man I saw who was wearing 
a hearing aid, Mr. McShane informs me is W. A. “Hard Hearing Smitty” Smith, 
business agent of teamster’s local 327, eeabeatie. 

On the afternoon of when this all happened I recall seeing the man I recog- 
nized as Glenn W. Smith driving a Cadillac bearing Tennesssee license plates. 
I have tried, but I just can’t recall the color of the Cadillac. 

DANIEL W, MOULDER. 

Witnesses : 

JAMES W. MCSHANE. 
R. C. BENNETT. 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 9th day of September 1957. 


E. M. SHAw. 
My commission expires May 28, 1960. 
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AFFIDAVIT 


I, W. L. Hodgin, 111 Sanford Street, Jackson, Miss., telephone No. 50274 free- 
ly and voluntarily make the following statement to James McShane who has 
identified himself to me aS a member of the staff of the United States Select 
Committee on Improper Activities in the Labor Management Field. No threat, 
force, or duress have been used to induce me to make this statement, nor have 
I received any promise of immunity from any consequences which may result 
from submission of the statement to the aforementioned Senate select com- 
mittee. 

In January 1956 I was employed at the Southland Cotton Oil Co. of 1000 
Mill Street, Jackson, Miss., as mill superintendent. On or about January 9, 
1956, I had an occasion to drive one of the nonstriking employees, Joe Sayles, 
to his truck which was located across the picket line with my car. This 
was around noon. Later that evening, about 7 p. m. I left the plant and went 
to Macks drive-in-restaurant located at 1836 Mill Street, Jackson, about 5 blocks 
from the plant. As I was finishing my meal Mr. L. M. “Red” Hoover, presi- 
dent and business agent of teamster’s union local 891, Jackson, Miss., came 
into the drive-in with three other men and sat down in the restaurant. This 
union, local 891 was the one that was conducting the strike at our plant and 
had established the picket line. Mr. Hoover and his associates did not order any- 
thing but sat looking at me. As I started to leave he said to me “I want to 
see you.” He followed me outside and the other three followed. Two of them 
accompanied Mr. Hoover over to where I was and the fourth remained in the 
open doorway. When Mr. Hoover got up to me he said, “You smart s. 0. b. 
I don’t want to see you taking anybody across the picket line again,” or words 
to that effect. 

Mr. James McShane of the subcommittee staff has shown me 16 pictures of 
men in several groups. From these pictures I have recognized the man who 
was standing in the doorway at the drive-in. I am told by Mr. McShane that 
he is Glenn W. Smith, president of the teamster’s union, local No. 515 at Chat- 
tanooga, Tenn. 

Also in looking over the 16 pictures I recognized and can identify another 
man, wearing a hearing aid, as one I saw around the picket line at the time of 
the strike. I have been informed by Mr. McShane that this man is W. A. “Hard 
Hearing Smitty” Smith, business agent for teamsters’ local No. 327, Nashville, 
Tenn. 

During the strike I saw a light green Cadillac automobile with Tennessee 
license plates cruising the streets around the plant on several occasions in the 
late evening or nighttime. I noticed it parked one evening at the place where 
the men on the picket line parked their cars. 

W. L. Hope1n. 

Witnesses : 

JAMES MCSHANE, 
H. T. Bussy. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this the 7th day of September 1957. 

EK. M. SHaw. 

My 4-year term of office expires May 28, 1960. 


The Cuairman. Before we adjourn, the Chair wishes to ask a ques- 
tion of Mr. Duffy of the staff. 

You have been previously sworn. Have you checked the criminal 
record of this man, W. A. Smith, business agent of the teamsters’ 
local, 327, Nashville, Tenn. ? 


TESTIMONY OF LaVERN J. DUFFY—Resumed 


Mr. Durry. Yes,in Nashville. 

The Cuarman. Have you made a compilation of his criminal 
record ? 

Mr. Durry. I have, Mr. Chairman. 
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The Cuarrman. All right, that information may be printed in the 
record at this point. 


(Information referred to follows:) 


MEMORANDUM 
NOVEMBER 11, 1957. 
To: Robert F. Kennedy. 
From: L. J. Duffy. 
Subject: W. A. Smith, business agent, teamsters’ local, 327, Nashville, Tenn., 
police record. 


Date Charge City Disposition 





Nov. 9, 1934 | Investigation (robbery), vagrancy, and | Memphis, Tenn_| Vagrancy dismissed. Fined $5 


disorderly conduct. for disorderly conduct. 
May 18,1937 | Public drunk, concealed weapon, | Nashville No record of disposition. 
| assault. 
Dec. 15,1947 | Obtaining property in excess of $60 by | Memphis Do. 
fraud. 
Dec. 18,1949 | Loitering ; ae Nashville ..| Fined $5 
Jan. 14,1950 | Keeping disorderly house do Fined $50. 
Do... Operating disorderly house. -- do Fined $25. 
Dec. 23,1950 | Driving while drunk (unable to find do Fined $50. 
road). 
Do Disorderly and offensive conduct do Dismissed, 
Nov. 30, 1951 do 2 : do Fined $25. 
Dec. 1,1951 | Loitering_--_-- do ‘ Fined $10. 
May 9,1952 | Drunk, disorderly, and offensive con- do Fined $50. 
duct. 
May 27,1953 | Assault and battery do aad Party assaulted dropped charges. 
Dec. 3,1955 | Violating State registration law (dyna- do a ao Fined $2.50 plus court costs of 
mite caps and equipment found in $9.75, total of $12.25. 
his ear, 1951 Chevrolet sedan). 
Do__.__.-| Violating State registration law (dyna- "| Oe Dismissed. 


mite caps and equipment found in 
his car, 4 door Mercury sedan). 


Dec. 30,1955 | Drunk and disorderly do Fined $10, 
Do RNIN on aii ce rinswntncirwoud do_. cone Do. 
Mar. 19, 1956 |.---- ORs cos IESE TIS iad adie acl ae “See 


Senator Curtis. Mr. Chairman, I recall that Mr. Hoffa replied to 
an inquiry about employing people with criminal records for union 
organizers and other work. He said that they endeavored to do it in 
order to rehabilitate them. 

The Cuatrman. They have not made much progress with Mr. Smith. 

Senator Curtis. Not very much. 

The Cuarrman. I think that they could call that project a failure 
and end it right now. 

The committee will stand in recess until 10: 30 a. m. in the morning. 

(Whereupon, at 4:05 p. m. the committee recessed, to reconvene at 
10: 30a. m., Saturday, December 7, 1957.) 
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INVESTIGATION OF IMPROPER ACTIVITIES IN THE 
LABOR OR MANAGEMENT FIELD 


SATURDAY, DECEMBER 7, 1957 


JNITED STATES SENATE, 
SeLtecr CoMMITTEE ON IMPROPER ACTIVITIES IN THE 
Lapor OR MANAGEMENT FELD, 
Washington, D.C. 

The select committee reconvened at 10:30 a. m., pursuant to Senate 
Resolution 74, agreed to January 30, 1957, in the caucus room, Senate 
Office Building, “Senator John L. McClellan (chairman of the select 
committee) pr esiding. 

Present: Senator John L. McC lellan, Democrat, Arkansas; Senator 
John F. Kennedy, Democrat, M: assachusetts. 

Also present : ‘Robert F. Kennedy, chief counsel; LaVern J. Duffy, 
investigator; James P. McShane, investigator ; Ruth Y. Watt, chief 
clerk. 

The CHatrmMan. The committee will be in order. 

(Members of the committee present at the convening of the session: 
Senators McClellan and Kennedy.) 

The CHarrMan. Call the next witness. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Powers, Mr. Chairman, is the next witness. 

The CuarrMan. Do you solemnly swear that the evidence you shall 
give before this Senate select committee shall be the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Powers. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF B. B. POWERS 


The Carman, State your name, your place of residence, and your 
business or occupation, Mr. Powers. 

Mr. Powers. My name is B. B. Powers, my home address is 2906 
Fifth Avenue, Knoxville, Tenn. My business address is 3434 McCalla 
Avenue, Knoxville, Tenn. 

The Cuarrman. What is your business or occupation ? 

Mr. Powers. Food markets. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you very much. You waive counsel, do you? 

Mr. Powers. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Powers, in 1936 did you understand that the 
Coca-Cola plant in Knoxville was having some difficulties with the 
teamsters union ? 

Mr. Powers Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you handle Coca-Colas out of your grocery 
store ? 

Mr. Powers. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you have some conversations in September of 
1956 with some teamster officials regarding the selling of Coca-Cola? 

Mr. Powers. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Will you tell us the events that preceded that, first 
that the representatives of the Coca-Cola company came in to install 
some Coca-Colas in your grocery stores ? 

Mr. Powers. The Coca-Cola truck came in about 1 or 2 o’clock in 
the afternoon on Wednesday, I believe it was maybe the 4th of Sep- 
tember. They said, “We have Coca-Cola for you.” I said, “Well, is 
the strike over?” And the boy said, “Yes; and Pat, who is Mr. Roddy, 
said, “All that want to come back to work, come on, and he just opened 
the doors. And he said, “We all went back to work.” So I asked him 
where the regular driver was, and his name was Fred Lanham, and 
they said, OW. ell, now, Fred didn’t get back to work today, and he will 
be back to work later.” So I said, “Well, the empty bottles are in the 
rear, and you can back the truck up to the back door and refill them 
with Coca-Colas.” After the boys had brought in quite a number of 
the cartons, they started filling the rack on the front and were working 
up there, the two men on the truck, and a big Cadillac drove in on the 
front, a big black Cadillac, and a man came in, and he said, “Who is the 
manager of the store?” I told him that I was. He said, “I see you 
have bought Coca-Colas,” and I said, “Yes,” and he said, “Well, the 
strike is not over,” and I said, “Well, these boys said it was,” and he 

said, “Well, why didn’t you make arrangements, or why didn’t you 
call to find out whether the strike was over or not 2” 

I said, “Now wait a minute; it is not my place to find out whether 
the strike is over or not. If the strike is still on, why did you let 
them by the picket lines?” He said, “You're in for trouble.” He said, 

“You will sure get it. Your own customers will cause you trouble.” I 
said, “No; I didn’ t think my customers would cause me any trouble,” 
but I said, “If you’re looking for trouble, I guess you can get some of 
it, too.” I said, “I think that I know your type. ‘You're one of these 
kind of fellows that will come into town here, and pull these men off 
of their jobs, and put them out on a picket line, and they go hungry,” 
but I said, “It don’t make any difference to you. You drive a big fine 
Cadillac.” I said, “You have a big fine office uptown, ohare you can 
throw your feet up on the desk and smoke 25-cent ¢ igars and tell these 
hungry boys out on the picket line; if you happen to win, bring me $4 
a month.” Now, I said, “You should’ try to sell some of my help on 
your idea. The first one you approach would throw you out that door. 
I said, “For your information, I have been selling Coca-Colas - this 
corner for over 30 years, and I would like to oo you stop me.” I said, 

“The best thing you can do is get in your Cadillac and get ‘ k to 
where you come from.” He went out the door, and he said, “You're 
asking for trouble, and you’re sure going to get it.” That was the 
incident that happened on that day. 

Mr. Kennepy. That was on September 5; was it ? 

Mr. Powers. That was on the 4th, on Wednesday. 

Mr. Kennepy. September 4? 

Mr. Powers. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. What was the next thing that you heard? 

Mr. Powers. The next that I learned was when an officer called me, 
‘alled my home and my wife answered the phone, that our place of 
business had been dynamited. That was about 10:30 on the night 
after, which was Thursday, September 5. 

Mr. Kennepy. What was the damage that had happened ? 
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Mr. Powers. They blew out all of the front plate glass windows, and 
blew the doors off of my entrance, and the marquee on the front, the 
metal awnings, 1 of them was completely destroyed, and the other 2 
were damaged. A big hole was left in the pavement directly in front 
of the building, within about 4 or 5 feet of the building. 

Mr. Kennepy. So within less than 48 hours, after you had this 
dispute with Mr. Reynolds of the teamsters union, after he told you 
that you were going to have trouble, and after you had said you were 
going to continue to sell Coca-C ‘olas, within 48 hours of that time your 
store had been dynamited ? 

Mr. Powers. That is right, sir; yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. What action did you take? Did you and your 
family go down and try to repair the store ? 

Mr. Powers. Well, yes, my son and I and my brother and I made 
arrangements immediately to replace the glass with the Pittsburgh 
Plate Glass C o., and he put a night crew on, and we cleared away : all 
of the debris and I had to rehang my doors, and where the ceiling in 
front of the marquee and all of the lighting was hanging down, you 
know. The wires had to be cut, you know, and the lights taken away, 
and the ceiling, of course, was hanging down and the facade around 
the marquee which is aluminum facade was blown out, you know, from 
it. But after we had completed by 6:30 the next morning, we had 
everything installed. The glass and all of the debris was hauled aw ay, 
and the hole was patched, and I had cement on hand and the hole was 
patched, and you couldn’t tell from the street actually, you know, 
anything had happened other than the awning, of course, was gone. 

Mr. Kennepy. How much was the d: amage / 

Mr. Powers. Something near $2,000. It would have been a whole 
lot more, but I did an awful lot of it myself. I had some building 
experience, and a lot of the work was done myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. With the help of your family ? 

Mr. Powers. That is right; yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, this of course came to the attention of the 
police ? 

Mr. Powers. That is right; yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you interviewed ? 

Mr. Powers. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Regarding the threats? 

Mr. Powers. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. When were you first interviewed, that night ? 

Mr. Powers. That night, yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you interviewed again after that by the police ? 

Mr. Powers. Yes, sir. Now, 2 or 3 times I expect the detectives that 
were assigned to the case came back and I gave them names of witnesses 
that I had picked up or just learned, you know, through the store. 
They, of course, questioned the witnesses. 

Mr. Kennepy. There were also some witnesses to the threats that 
had been made to you by Mr. Reynolds, were there not ? 

Mr. Powers. Oh, no, that isn’t right, no. There are not. The two 
witnesses that I picked out were ones that possibly could make some 
identification of who might have done it. 

Mr. Krennepy. Also, ‘there was at least one witness to the threats 
that had been made to you by Mr. Reynolds, was there not? 
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Mr. Powers. Yes, there is the Coca-Cola men who heard that. 

Mr. Kennepy. We have an affidavit, Mr. Chairman, and I don’t 
think it is necessary to read it all into the record but it does substantiate 
the statements that Mr. Powers has made, as to the conversations that 
he had with Mr. Reynolds. 

The Cuarrman. The Chair will read at this point the body of the 
affidavit, omitting the formalities of it and the affidavit may be printed 
in full in the record at this point. 

(The affidavit referred to follows :) 


AFFIDAVIT 


I, Harry Murray, who reside at 2010 Laurel Avenue, Knoxville, Tenn., freely 
and voluntarily make the following statement to LaVern J. Duffy, who has 
identified himself to me as a member of the staff of the United States Senate 
Select Committee on Improper Activities in the Labor or Management Field. No 
threats, force or duress has been used to induce me to make this statement, 
nor have I received any promise of immunity from any consequences which may 
result from submission of this statement to the aforementioned Senate select 
committee : 

I have been employed by the Roddy Manufacturing Co. in Knoxville, Tenn., 
for the past 17 years. I hold the position of route supervisor. 

On or about September 5, 1956, I was assisting in the delivery of Coca-Cola to 
Powers Grocery Store, 3434 McCalla Avenue, Knoxville, Tenn. I was inside the 
store with another route salesman, William Romines. While making deliveries 
inside the store, a man entered and started shouting at Mr. Powers. I heard 
him say, “What the hell is the idea of selling this Coca-Cola?’ Mr. Powers 
informed him that he had been selling Coca-Cola for 31 years and this man was 
not going to stop him. The man said to him, “You’re asking for trouble.” And 
to this Mr. Powers replied, “You're coming to a good p'ace to get it. That is 
all you fellows are good for; smoking fat cigars, driving Cadillacs, and taking 
those poor boys’ money.” I was of the impression that Mr. Powers meant team- 
sters union members of local No. 621. I went to the rear of the store and 
heard no more of their conversation. I did notice that Mr. Powers was visibly 
upset when I left the store. 

At a later date I discovered the identity of the man who threatened Mr. 
Powers in the store that day. I have seen him on numerous occasions entering 
and leaving the Teamsters Union, Local No. 621 meeting hall in Knoxville, 
Tenn. He is Mr. William J. Reynolds, who at that time was president and 
business agent for local No. 621. 

I have read the foregoing statement, and to the best of my knowledge it is 
true and correct. 

/8/ Harry BE. Murray. 

Witness: 

/s/ G. HueH GALLAHER, JR. 
/s/ ANNE F. SMITH. 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 2d day of December 1957. 


[SEAL] /s/ RawpenH Cato, Notary Public. 

My commission expires January 20, 1958. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then in addition you were able to locate two in- 
dividuals who had some firsthand information as to the dynamiting? 

Mr. Powers. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you turned that information over to the police 
as well? 

Mr. Powers. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, was this case ever solved, was anybody prose- 
cuted in connection with this ? 

Mr. Powers. No. 

Mr. Kznnepy. Now, you told the police of the threats that had 
been made to you by Mr. Reynolds? 
Mr. Powers. Yes, sir. 














co 


th 


P 


i 


rm 


~- 


— 





n’t 
ate 
lat 


he 
ed 


ely 
1as 
ite 
No 
nt, 
ay 
ect 





IMPROPER ACTIVITIES IN THE LABOR FIELD 7193 


Mr. Kennepy. Was Mr. Reynolds ever interviewed by the police in 
connection with this? 

Mr. Powers. That I don’t know. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did the police make any statements to you about 
that ? 

Mr. Powers. No. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you ask them if they had interviewed him ? 

Mr. Powers. I asked them the night of the dynamiting why they 
didn’t get Rey nolds, and I said, “I believe you have enough evidence 
to go get him,” and one of the officers said, “Yes, we have enough 
evidence e, let us go get him.” I believe now the police officers’ names 
were Sw: anner and ‘Hudkson, and I believe that Mr. Swanner was the 
one that said, “Yes; we have enough evidence to get him, let us go get 
him.” And the other one said, “No; we will have to place him ‘at the 
scene of the crime. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you understand there were two witnesses that 
could add something or could give some information regarding the 
persons responsible for the dynamiting? 

Mr. Powers. That is right. We have those witnesses. 

Mr. Kennepy. But nevertheless, nobody was ever arrested in con- 
nection with this? 

Mr. Powers. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you don’t know if Mr. Reynolds was ever even 
interviewed, is that right ? d 

Mr. Powers. No, sir. 

The Coarmman. Were you ever called before a grand jury investiga- 
tion of it? 

Mr. Powers. No, sir. Now, I went down and talked to Mr. Clem- 
ents, the attorney general, and he said that they had two good officers 
assigned, the two city detectives, and that they would do a good job 
of it, and I left the courthouse, you know. That was the last time I 
saw Mr. Clements until I saw him in the courtroom yesterday. 

The Cuarrman. Isthis what you call a good job of it? 

Mr. Powrrs. No, sir; I certainly do not, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, at this time I would like to ask a 
question of Mr. Duffy, in connection with his interview with Mr. 
Swanner, the detective handling this matter. 


TESTIMONY OF LaVERN J. DUFFY—Resumed 


The CuarrmMan. You have been previously sworn and proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you talk to Mr. Swanner of the police depart- 
ment ¢ 

Mr. Durry. Mr. McShane and myself talked to Lieutenant Swanner 
and he advised us that he did not interrogate Mr. Reynolds in refer- 
ence to this. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Reynolds was never even interviewed in connec- 
tion with this? 

Mr. Durry. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then, not only was there no grand jury, but that 
Mr. Reynolds was not even inte rviewed in connection with the threats 
that he made of Mr. Powers? 

Mr. Durry. That is correct. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Did he tell you on whose instructions he was not 
interviewed ¢ 

Mr. Durry. He did not. 

Mr. Kennepy. He did not give you any any explanation / 

Mr. Durry. Noexplanation was given to us. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did he say when you asked for an explanation? 

Mr. Durry. I don’t recall, Mr. Kennedy, what he did say. I was 

rather surprised, and I don’t think that I carried on the conversation 

further. 

Mr. Kennepy. Thank you. 


TESTIMONY OF B. B. POWERS—Resumed 


The Cuarmman. Mr. Powers, how long have you been a citizen of 
Knoxville ? 

Mr. Powers. I was born and raised in Knoxville. 

The Cuarrman. How long have you been in this food-market 
operation / 

Mr. Powers. Thirty-two years, coming February. 

The Cuamrman. Have youever had any trouble before ? 

Mr. Powers. No, sir. 

The Cuarrman. As I understand, you have been selling Coca-Cola 
there all through the years ? 

Mr. Power. Yes, sir. 

The CuHarrMan. You had no interest in the strike at the Coca-Cola 
plant ¢ 

Mr. Powers. No, sir. If you may please sir, I have nothing against 
any of the boys, you know, that worked for the Roddy M: anufactur ing 
Co. I knew an awful lot of them, and if the boys had gone hungry, I 
would have fed them, you know. I have no personal fe elings toward 
any of the boys in the strike. 

The Cuarman. You had no control over the strike, and you had 
no interest in it on either side / 

Mr. Powers. No interest whatsoever. 

The Cuatrman. And all you did was to receive when they came 
there, with the truck to deliver Coca-Cola, they told you the strike 
had been settled and all you did was to receive the Coca-Cola as had 
been your custom all of these years ? 

Mr. Powers. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. To receive delivery of them ? 

Mr. Powers. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. And it was while it was being delivered that this 
Cadillac drove up and this man came in, Reynolds came in and 
threatened you / 

Mr. Powers. Yes, sir. I don’t know if I did not tell you, I don’t 
think I did in my statement, but he told me that his name was Reyn- 
olds, and he was an agent for the teamsters union. 

The CuatrmMan. He told you that? 

Mr. Powers. He told me that; yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. At the time? 

Mr. Powers. Yes, sir. 

The CHatrman. Now, how long prior to that since you had 
received any delivery of Coca-Cola ? 
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Mr. Powers. I believe something like maybe 2 weeks, or maybe 10 
days to 2 weeks. 

The CuarrMan. You had not received any in 10 days or 2 weeks. 
During that period of time you had not sold any ? 

Mr. Powers. That i is, I had none to sell; that is right. 

The CuarrmMan. You did not try to break the strike ? 

Mr. Powers. No, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. You did nothing to interfere with the strike ? 

Mr. Powers. No, sir. 

The CuatrMan. You simply received a delivery ? 

Mr. Powers. That is right. 

The CuarrmMan. That was made by the Coca-Cola Co. ? 

Mr. Powers. That is right, sir. 

The CHarrman. And for having done that, you paid this penalty 
of loss and damage that you sustained by reason of this violence? 

Mr. Powers. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarmman. And notwithstanding he made that threat within 
48 hours of the time your place was dyn: amited, and notwithstanding 
you reported it to the officers and notwithstanding that you gave them 
the names of other witnesses, so far as you know Reynolds up to that 
day has never been interrogated about it. 

Mr. Powers. That is right. 

The CuatrrmMan. And he has never been called before a grand jury, 
and neither have you or anyone else ? 

Mr. Powers. That is right, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And that is the kind of law enforcement that you 
have down there in that community ? 

Mr. Powers. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. Where labor unions are involved ? 

Mr. Powers. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Allright. Thank you. , 

You may stand aside. Thank you very much. 

Call the next witness. 

Mr. Kennepy. John C. Chapman. 

The Cuairman. Mr. Chapman, come around, please. 

Do you solemnly swear that the evidence you shall give before this 
Senate select committee shall be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing 
but the truth, so help you God ¢ 

Mr. Cuarman. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF JOHN C. CHAPMAN 


The CHatrmMan. Please state your name, your place of residence, 
and your business or occupation, please. 

Mr. Cuarman. John C. Chapman, sheet-metal worker, 62214 South 
47th Street, Baltimore, Md. 

The CuatrMan. Do you waive counsel, Mr. Chapman ? 

Mr. CuapMan. Sir? 

The CHarrman. Do you want a lawyer here to represent you as 
you testify ? 

Mr. CHapmMan. No,sir. 

The CuarrMan. Thank you very much. 

Proceed, Mr. Kennedy. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chapman, you used to work in Knoxville, Tenn. ? 

Mr. CoapmMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You lived there / 

Mr. CHapMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You were a sheet-metal worker there for the J. W. 
Savage Machine Tool Co. ¢ 

Mr. CHapMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. On September 5, 1956, you were in the vicinity of 
the Powers Grocery Store ; were you ? 

Mr. CuarmMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Can you tell us about that; approximately what 
time it was and what you observed ¢ 

Mr. Cuapman. Sir, on the night before the dynamiting I went and 
got some groceries. I started back home. 

The Cuarrman. A little bit louder please, sir. 

Mr. Cuapman. A black Cadillac or dark blue Cadillac was sitting 
on the opposite side of the street on which I was. There were three 
men inthecar. The night I stood there-—— 

Mr. Kennepy. That was about 7: 30 at night; was it ? 

Mr. CuapmMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Approximately 7: 30? 

Mr. CHarmMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. This was on September 5, 1956 ? 

Mr. CuarmMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. This was the night prior to the dynamiting; is that 
right ? 

Mr. Cuarman. No; the night before the dynamiting. 

Mr. Kennepy. Just before the dynamiting ? 

Mr. Cuapman. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Let us get it straight. 

Mr. Kennepy. I am talking now about the first incident. The 
first time you walked up the street, that was on September 5, 1956. 

Mr. CHapMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. That was the night before the dynamiting? 

Mr. CuapmMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You observed an automobile? 

Mr. CHarpman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. They were across the street from the Powers Grocery 
Store ? 

Mr. Coarman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. There were three men sitting in the automobile; is 
that right? 

Mr. Cuapman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you able first to identify the automobile at all? 
What kind of automobile was it ? 

Mr. Cuapman. It was black or dark blue Cadillac, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. What year, approximately ? 

Mr. CHapman. 1955 or 1956. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you able to identify at all any of the occupants 
of the automobile? 





srt 


TRH haw ** 


a ee ati 





in.? 


W. 


of 


hat 


ind 


ing 
ree 


hat 


The 


ry 
; is 


rll? 


nts 


IMPROPER ACTIVITIES IN THE LABOR FIELD 7197 


Mr. Cuapman. Yes, sir. It was white sidewalls. On the hubcaps, 
you know, they had a kind of—well, they were different—they had a 
kind of ridge on the hubeap, four corners. 

Mr. Kennepy. That was the description of the car you saw? 

Mr. CuarMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You were not able to see the people in the car at that 
time ¢ 

Mr. Cuapman,. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now on the following evening you came again to the 
Powers Grocery Store; is that right ? 

Mr. CHAPMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You were walking up the street. Did you see any- 
thing at that time? This was the night of the dynamiting, September 
6, 1956, the following night. Will you tell the committee what you 
saw ? 

Mr. Cuarpman. When I went to the store the first time I did not see 
anything. I went home and I had to go back to the store. Then 
Mr. Powers was closed at the time. So I went up to the other little 
self-service store. 

Mr. Kennepy. You went up to the store about 7:30 and you did 
not see anything at that time. You went back to the store to buy some 
cigarettes around 8: 30 that night ? 

Mr. CuarMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you observe anything at that time? 

Mr. Cuapman. Yes, sir;as I started back home. 

Mr. Kennepy. All right. 

Mr. Cuapman. That was about 8:30. As I started back home the 
same Cadillac was parked on the same side of the street I was walking 
on. There were three men in it, but the driver I didn’t see. I couldn’t 
recognize him, but the other two men I could. 

The CuarrMan. You did recognize two men in the car? 

Mr. CuarMan. Yes, sir. 

The CuatrmMan. The driver you did not recognize ? 

Mr. CuapmMan. Yes, sir; I did not. 

The CuarrMan. But 2 of the 3 you did recognize ? 

Mr. Carman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, out of a large group of pictures we presented 
to you you were able to pick out two men; is that right ? 

Mr. Cuapman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. The local police department had interviewed you 
at first, did they not ? 

Mr. CuapMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you were able to pick out the individuals at 
that time ? 

Mr. CuarMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you did the same thing for us? 

Mr. CuarmMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Isthis the first individual ? 

The Cuatrman. I hand you three photographs and ask you to 
examine them and see if you can identify the subject of the photo- 
graphs, the first one involved. 
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Mr. Kennepy. They are all the same individuals, just to give you a 
good view of them. Is that the man you saw on the front seat of 
the car ? 

Mr. CuHapmMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. It is? 

Mr. CuapMan. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. You mean he was the driver ? 

Mr. Cuapman. No, sir, the driver would be sitting out toward the 
street. He was sitting into the sidewalk, you know. 

The Cuarrman. In other words, he was on the opposite side of the 
front seat from the driver ¢ 

Mr. CuarpmMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. How were you able to get such a good view of this 
man ¢ 

Mr. Cuapman. Sir, I was about 3 or 4 feet from him and he looked 
right straight at me. 

Mr. Kennepy. As you were walking up the street 

Mr. CuapMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. He was seated nearest the sidewalk and as you were 
walking by he looked right straight up in your face ! 

Mr. Cuapman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You were only a few feet from him and you were 
able to get a good look at him; is that right / 

Mr. CHapMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Has that man been identified to you by name? 

Mr. Cuapman. No, sir; I don’t think you have told me his name. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, that picture is a picture of Mr. W. A. 
Smith, who is the business agent from the local 327 in Nashville. 

The CuarrMan. Let me ask you: Did you know the man who 
looked at you? Did you recognize him as someone you knew at the 
time he looked at you when you ‘passed the car ? 

Mr. Cuarman. No, sir; I didn’t. 

The Cuarrman. In other w ords, he was a stranger to you? 

Mr. CHapMan. Yes, sir. 

The CuHarrmMan. But you think you recognize that picture as the 
picture of the man who looked at you that night ? 

Mr. CHapMan. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarmman. Had you seen pictures of this man before? 

Mr. Cuapman. Yes, sir. 

The Cuaiman. Did the police show you pictures of him? 

Mr. CuarmMan. Yes, sir, they showed me the pictures before. 

The Cuarrman. When did you first identify the pictures? When 
were you first shown pictures of him and identify him? How long 
wasit? Howsoon after the dynamiting ? 

Mr. Cuapman. I believe it was 2 or 3 days after the dynamiting. 

The CHarrMan. 2 or 3 days after the dynamiting ? 

Mr. CHapMan. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. You were shown pictures of this man ? 

Mr. CuHapMan. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. And you identified the man to the police; is that 
correct ¢ 
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Mr. CuapMan. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrMan. So it was fresh on your mind ? 

Mr. CuapmMan. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. You had seen the man. You looked at him as 
you passed. The dynamiting occurred the same night ? 

Mr. CHapMAN. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamrman. A day or two afterward you were interrogated by 
the police ? 

Mr. CuapMan. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrMANn. You were presented with pictures of this man and 
you identified the picture as being a picture of the man who looked 
at you out of the car that night? 

Mr. Cuarman. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. This is not the first time you have identified the 
man, but it was immediately afterward you identified a picture of 
him ¢ 

Mr. CuapMan. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. All right. Those pictures may be made exhibit 
No. 12 for reference. 

(Photographs referred to were marked “Exhibit No. 12” for ref- 
erence and may be found in the files of the select committee. ) 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, I would like to call to your attention 
the testimony of Mrs. Freels yesterday when she stated that when 
there was difficulty in Knoxville that a telephone call was often made 
to either Chattanooga or to Nashville to get the man from the Chat- 
tanooga local or W. A. Smith from the local in Nashville; that after 
this telephone call was made and Smith came to Knoxville, that often 
some violence occurred in the Knoxville area. 

It would appear that here is W. A. Smith identified at the scene 
of this dynamiting just a short time prior to the dynamiting in the 
city of Knoxville when he was a business agent for the local teamsters 
in Nashville, Tenn. 

The Cuatrman. Did the police tell you who this man was when 
you identified the picture ? 

Mr. Cuarman. No, sir. 

The Cuatrman. They did not give you his name? 

Mr. Cuapman. No, sir. 

The CuarrMan. They didn’t tell you who he was? 

Mr. Cuapman. No, sir. 

The Cuatrman. But you told them that was the man in the car. 

Mr. Cuapman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You selected the identification of this man out of 
several pic tures, did you not? 

Mr. Cuarman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. It was not just presented to you and you were asked 
if this was the man ? 

Mr. Cuarman. No, sir; they had about 25 or 30 pictures. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you picked this man out; is that right? 

Mr. CuapMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You have already identified the other occupant of 
the car in a similar manner? 
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Mr. Cuapman. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Were you able to identify another occupant of the 
car? 

Mr. CuHapMan. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. Did you identify the other occupant of the car to 
the police also at the same time you identified Smith ? 

Mr. CuapmMan. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarmman. You did not identify him as Smith but you identi- 
fied him as one of the men in the car. 

Mr. CuarmMan. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Did you identify at the same time, out of the pic- 
tures they presented to you, the other man you saw in the car? 

Mr. CuarmMan. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. I present to you a picture here and ask you to 
examine it and state if you recognize or identify the party in the 
picture. 

Mr. CuapmMan. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Where was he that night ? 

Mr. Cuapman. He was sitting in the back seat, sir. 

The Cuarrman. How did you happen to recognize him ? 

Mr. Cuapman. Sir, the light was shining on him. I turned around 
and looked for the license. When I looked at the license he was 
watching me. 

The Cuarrman. Why were you looking at the license? 

Mr. Cuapman. Just a habit, sir. 

The Cuarrman. It was a pretty big car to be sitting there that way, 
was it not? 

Mr. CHapmMan. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. That attracted your attention, I guess, a big Cadil- 
lac sitting there; is that true? 

Mr. CHarMan. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. You identified this man to the police, also? 

Mr. CuapMan. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. The man in this picture ? 

Mr. CuHapMan. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Did you know his name? 

Mr. Cuapman. No, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Do you know his name now other than what you 
have been told ? 

Mr. Cuapman. No, sir; I don’t. 

The Cuatrman. All right. That picture may be made exhibit No. 
13 for reference. 

(Photograph referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 13” for refer- 
ence and may be found in the files of the select committee. ) 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, we can identify him as Robert 
Belcher, a member of local 327 in Nashville. yar gentleman has 
been arrested 42 times and convicted and paid a fine on 13 different 
occasions. He has never served any time. 

The Cuarrman. All right. His criminal record may be placed in 
the record at this point. 
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The following is the police record of Robert Karon Belcher: 


—_— 


Date 


Sept. 14, 1937 

Nov. 13, 1937 

Dec. 4, 1937 
Do... 


May 25, 1938 


| BROCE OE O80. bons Ss 45 traded ect bop bose <n 


July 15, 1938 | 


Aug. 9, 1938 

Aug. 30, 1938 

June 25, 1939 
Do. 

July 19, 1939 
Do 


Charge 


up gE EE es ee ee 


Driving drunk ae 

Viol: ating city ordinance 

Receiving and concealing stolen prope rty- 
Larceny of auto- -.- $ a 
Housebreaking and larceny-.. 
Petty larceny 


Fast and reckless driving. be seeks Lok omar 


Violating drivers’ license law... simetttnenh 
Assault and battery -- 


..--| Robbery from the person... eh aie Rl eee 
Oct. 15, 1939 | a“ 


Drunk in public place 


Disposition 


| Prosecutor failed to show. 


-| $15. 


| Dismissed. 
| Do. 


.| County court. 
| Dismissed. 


Nov. 4,1939 | Disorderly conduct Do, 
Do -| Vagrancy and loitering Do. 
Nov. 21,1939 | Disorderly conduct Do. 
June 20,1940 | Vagrancy and loitering Do. 
Do | Assault with a rock with intent 
July 18,1940 | Disorderly and offensive; Dis 
Feb. 26,1941 | Drunk and disorderly; Dis 
Do | Deserter from Army... 
Apr. 29,1941 | Vagrancy and loitering Do. 
June 8, 1941 | Drunk and disorderly 
Sept. 24,1941 | Vagrancy and loitering Do. 
Oct. 1, 1941 | do Do, 
May 15, 1946 | Held for United States authorities, Narcotics Division 
Aug. 19,1948 | Drunk and disorderly ‘ | $10. 
June 19,1949 | Loitering disorderly house $5. 
Dec. 6,1950 | Disorderly Do. 


June 13, 1952 
Aug. 30, 1952 


Receiving and concealing 
Disorderly and offensive 


Dismissed. 
$25; suspended. 


Jan. 10,1953 | Disorderly conduct ; . $5. 
Feb. 12, 1954 Drunk. . - -- Do. 
May 4,1955 | Drunk and disorderly- | $10. 
Jan. 15,1956 Vagrancy | CC, 

Do Loitering | Dismissed. 
Jan. 28, 1957 Drunk on street_ Slett bebo wen fase $5. 

Do ..| Vagrancy and loitering. -- $25. 
May 16,1957 | Assault and battery. | $50. 

Do _| Assault with auto/intent C. C. DWI | Do. 
Aug. 17,1957 | Vagrancy--- : | $25. 
Nov. 1,1957 |..... do Pending. 


‘TAIRMAN. You identified him as the man you saw in the cs ar ? 
HAPMAN. Yes, sir. 

You were not able to identify the driver ¢ 

No, sir. 

Now you returned home ? 

Yes, sir. 

Did you hear the explosion that evening ? 

Yes, sir: I did. 


That was about 


The ¢ 

Mr.C 

Mr. Kennepy. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. 

Mr. KenNepy. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. 

Mr. Kennepy. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. 

Mr. KENNeEpy. 
plosion ? 

Mr. CuarmMan. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. In other words, about an hour 
after you passed this car the explosion occurred ? 

Mr. Cuarman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you ever 

Mr. Cuarman. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you were interviewed by the police, you se- 
lected these pictures, but you were never called before any grand jury ? 

Mr. Cuarman. Just the man they assigned to the case interviewed 
me. 


10 o’elock that you heard the ex- 


or hour and a half 


called before any grand jury ? 
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The Cuarman. In other words, a couple of detectives or policemen 
that they had assigned to the case interviewed you. 

Mr. Cuapman. Just the detective. 

The CuatrMan. He is the one that presented the pictures to you and 
you identified these two out of the group of pictures # 

Mr. CHapMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Nobody from the district attorney’s office ¢ 

Mr. CuHapman. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. No assistant district attorney ? 

Mr. Cuapman. No, sir. 

The CHarrMAN. You were only interviewed one time / 

Mr. Cuarman. Interviewed 3 or 4 times, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Did you give them the same information each time?! 

Mr. CuapMan. Yes, sir. 

The Crarrman. Thank you very much, Mr. Chapman. You may 
stand aside. 

Call the next witness. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Luther C. Hargis. 

The Cuarrman. Do you solemnly swear that the evidence you shall 
give before this Senate select committee shall be the truth, the whole 
tr uth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God # 

Mr. Harets. I do, sir. 


TESTIMONY OF LUTHER C. HARGIS 


The CuatrMan. State your name, your place of residence, and your 
business or occupation. 

Mr. Harais. My name is Luther C. Hargis. I am 32 years old. I 
live at Corryton, Tenn., route 2. 

The CHarrMan. Corryton ? 

Mr. Hares. Corryton, route 2. I am employed by Carbon Nuclear 
Corp., Oak Ridge, Tenn. 

The Cuatrman. Thank you very much. 

You waive your right to an attorney to represent you while you 
testify ? 

Mr. Harets. I do, sir. 

The CuHatrman. Thank you very much. 

You may proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Hargis, you were in the vicinity of Powers 
Grocery Store on the night of September 6, 1956, the night of the 
explosion or dynamiting ? : 

Mr. Hareats. On the night of the explosion, approximately, I would 
say 10 o’clock, I was going to get a pack of cigarettes in a neighboring 
store which is across the street from Mr. Powers. I was walking 
down the street toward the store approximately in the middle of the 
block. I noticed at that time a car was parked i in Mr. Powers’ park- 
ing lot, headed toward the store. At that time, I noticed a man get 
out of the car, walk toward the store and stop some little distance 
from the store—I would say 10 or 12 feet. Apparently, he sensed 
that I was behind him or he heard something; I don’t know. He 
turned and when he did turn, by what visibility I did have I noticed 
him put his hand up. W hen he did I noticed a light reflection at 
the side of his head. 
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I continued on, and he come back and got in the car and the car 
left. So I went on down, got my cigarettes and came back to my 
home, which is on the corner. At that time, I lived at 3343 McCalla 
Avenue. 

I went in the house. My wife and boy had already gone to bed. 
So I left the television on. Then I turned it off and I went in and 
I went to bed. We had a large collie dog and he barked right smart 
at anything that might occur or be around. I noticed he was barking. 
I was sleeping next to the street. There was a street light on the 
corner. 

I raised up, and the window was up, it wasn’t too cold at ne time 
of the year, and I looked out of the window. I saw this car, that I 
thought was the same car, come down the street by my wnslee or 
on down toward Mr. Powers’ supermarket. 

The Cuarrman. How far was it from the window to the street 
where the car passed ¢ 

Mr. Hareis. Somewhere in the neighborhood of 50 feet. A very 
short time after that then I heard the explosion and I felt it, too. 
In fact, I thought it was under my house. 

So I got up as quickly as possible to see what had occurred and I 
went down. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you able to identify this man that you saw that 
night just prior to the explosion d 

Mr. Hancts. The detectives, Detective Swanner and Detective Hudk- 
son, I believe were the names; I believe it was in the next week, 
brought some pictures by and asked me if any of those pictures 
they had resembled the man I saw. I looked at them and I picked out 
the picture. 

The CuatrMan. You picked out for them a picture ? 

Mr. Hareis. I picked out a picture that I thought resembled the 
man that I saw that night. 

The CHarrMan. We present to you there exhibit No. 12 which has 
three pictures of an individual. Will you examine that exhibit and 
state whether you recognize the man in the picture or whatever you 
can state about it. 

Mr. Hareis. I would say that these pictures are of the same man 
I saw before. 

The Cuatrman. Is that the picture of the same man you identified 
to the detectives / 

Mr. Harets. That is the picture of the same man that I identified 
to the detectives. 

The CHarrMan. Some few days after ? 

Mr. Harets. Yes, sir; that is the one I told them I thought it to be. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, I might also point out that once 
again this Mr. W. A. Smith from Nashville, Tenn., wears a hearing 
aid and it might very well have been the hearing aid that this witness 
saw reflected in the light at that time. 

The Carman. You saw something by the side of his face that was 
reflected in the light? 

Mr. Harais. Yes; I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. You were interviewed by Mr. Duffy of the staff of 
this committee ? 

Mr. Harais. Yes; I was. 
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Mr. Kennepy. And Mr. Duffy asked if you could pick out this in- 
dividual personally ; is that right ? 

Mr. Harets. Yes; that is true. 

Mr. Kennepy. You stood outside the courthouse in Nashville, 
Tenn. ? 

Mr. Harets. I stood inside the courthouse in Nashville, Tenn. 

Mr. Kennepy. You stood inside the courthouse ? 

Mr. Harats. Yes. I was there approximately 45 minutes or an 
hour and he asked me when the man comes by would I let him know, 
When he did come by I recognized the man and I stepped around 
the corner to keep him from knowing me being there. Mr. McShane 
:ame down and I went back up with him. 

Mr. Kennepy. But you picked this man out at that time as he was 
walking into the courthouse ? 

Mr. Hares. Yes, I did. 

The Cuarrman. You picked him out. You did not know who was 
going to come along? 

Mr. Harets. No. I picked him out from the resemblance of the 
night I saw him at the supermarket. 

The Cuarrman. In other words, you had not seen him since? 

Mr. Harers. No, I hadn't. 

The Cuarrman. When did you identify him or recognize him in 
the courthouse? How long ago was that ? 

Mr. Harats. I believe it was in June. 

The CHatrman. That would be about a year afterward? You 
had not seen him from October 1956 ? 

Mr. Hareis. September. 

The Cuatrman. September 6, when the dynamiting occurred. You 
saw him on the night the dynamiting occurred ? 

Mr. Harets. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. That was September the 6 and you had not seen 
him any more until you saw him in the courthouse at Nashville in 
June this year? 

Mr. J1arats. Yes, sir. 

The Cnatrman. You were able to recognize him from people com- 
ing and going into and from the courthouse? 

Mr. Harets. Yes; I picked him out. And I saw his picture of 
course. 

The CuarrmMan. You had seen his picture? 

Mr. Harats. Yes. 

The Cuarrman. But other than the picture that you had picked 
out of a group that the detective had presented to you, you had not 
seen the man ? 

Mr. Harets. No. 

The Cuamrman. But you picked out his picture from a group as the 
man you saw and recognized there at the store that night of the 
dynamiting ? : 

Mr. Harats. Yes. 

The Cuarrman. Then, after having selected his picture some weeks 
after the dynamiting, you then had not seen him or seen a picture of 

him or anything until you recognized him again as he went into the 
courthouse at Nashville. 
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Mr. Hareis. That is right. I picked him out from the visibility 
at night. Of course, I had to take all that into consideration. 

The CHAIRMAN. Did you learn what his name was ? 

Mr. Harets. I was told that it was W. A. Smith. 

The Cuarrman. I guess we can take this picture and get Mr. Smith 
here and look at the picture and look at him and pretty well draw our 
own conclusions as to whether it is W. A. Smith. 

Is there anything else ? 

Mr. Kennepy. That is all. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you very much, Mr. Hargis. Stand aside. 

Call your next witness. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. James B. Bridges. 

The Cuairman. Mr. Bridges, will you come around, please, sir? 
You do solemnly swear that the evidence you shall give before this 
Senate select committee shall be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing 
but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Bripers. Yes, sir. 


TESTIMONY OF JAMES B. BRIDGES 


The CuarrmMan. What is your name, your place of residence, and 
your business or occupation 4 

Mr. Brincres. James B. Bridges. Home address 712 Benson Ave- 
nue, Nashville, Tenn. I am with the Nashyille Police Department, 
city detective and automobile-theft division. 

The Cuarman. You waive counsel, I assume, Mr. Bridges? 

Mr. Brinces. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Allright, Mr. Kennedy. 

Mr. Kennepy. I might say, before we start, that this witness’ testi- 
mony does not have any direct relationship to the testimony of the 
three preceding witnesses, but is a matter that will be of some interest 
to the committee. 

The CHatrman. All right. 

Mr. Kennepy. You have been in the police department for how 
long ? 

Mr. Brinces. A little bit over 19 years, 

Mr. Kennepy. In 1955, you were with the automobile-theft division 
of the police department # 

Mr. Bringgs. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. In November of 1955, specifically on November 21, 
1955, was there a complaint made to you regarding a car that appeared 
to have been stolen ? 

Mr. Bringzs. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Will you tell the committee about that? 

Mr. Bripvees. On November 21, in the afternoon, 1955, we received 
a complaint in our office of an automobile in the alley between Fourth 
and Fifth—that is right off Fifth Avenue on the outside of the Shriner 
Auditorium—of an automobile that was suspicious, had been there 2 
or 3 days, and they would like to have it investigated. 

That complaint came from a Mr. Dingley, of a paint company on the 
South Side. I was working at that time by myself. Of course, there 
were a couple of us assigned together, but that happened to be the day 
my partner was off, this particular time. 
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On arriving about 3 p. m., I found this automobile. Of course, it 
is our duty in an investigation to check the automobile thoroughly. 
On checking this automobile, I found it to be a 1951 Mercury, a grayish 
green, having one license plate, 1-36769. I immediately, of course, 
made a thorough investigation. 

The next thing is to check the motor number of the automobile. 
I found the motor number to be 51D826568M. Of course, on a thor- 
ough investigation further, I found a book, a teamsters local-union 
book laying on the floorboard of this automobile. 

In checking the trunk of the automobile, I found a box of Hercules 
exploding caps, dynamite caps, about 10 or 12. I guess in all there 
were 2 dozen of them, with about 30 feet of wire. Also, there was 
about a 10-pound sack of dog food and a couple of sacks of unshucked 
corn. Of course, on finding this—of course, the dog food was 
opened—I didn’t know at the time whether it would be chip dynamite 
or not. Not being an expert on explosives, I immediately notified my 
superior, Chief Ritter, chief of detectives. He asked me to bring this 
automobile to headquarters, which I did on this afternoon. He had 
it impounded. We removed the dynamite caps and dog food and the 
book. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you also find copper wire ? 

Mr. Brinces. No; I didn’t get any copper wire, except this attach- 
ment. There was about 30 feet of wire attached to the caps. 

Mr. Kennepy. There was wire found; 30 feet of wire ? 

Mr. Brinces. Yes, sir. Immediately, then, after notifying the chief 
of detectives, he ordered this car impounded and held for further 
investigation. Then my job immediately was to take this automobile 
and run it through our motor-vehicle division of the State. On check- 
ing it through the State, I found this automobile—it took some time, 
of course—being listed to Mr. McChaffin, of Route 2, Cookville, Tenn., 
with a lien on this with the First Citizens Bank of Cookville, but it 
had been retired. 

Further investigation, of course, showed that this had been sold, and 
somehow it had gotten back to a used-car lot, which I found out later. 
In checking this automobile license plate that was on the automobile, 
1-386769, I found that to be listed to a 1951 Chevrolet, to a William A. 
Smith, in Donelson, Tenn. Motor No. J AM-393932 clarified it on both 
ends of the motor number and of the license number. 

Mr. Kennepy. So, there was a great deal of confusion as to the 
license plate and as to the automobile itself, as to whose name it was 
registered in; is that right ? 

Mr. Brinces. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. There were very suspicious circumstances surround- 
ing the ownership of the automobile. 

Mr. Brinces. That is right. Of course after that, Chief Ritter and 
I carried this evidence to the attorney general, General Loser at that 
time, now Congressman Loser, where he proceeded with the investi- 
gation. 

I swore out a warrant on this W. A. Smith for violating the regis- 
tration law. After that warrant was sworn out, I was out of town 
at the time this came up, and we were looking for William A. Smith. 
His attorney, Mr. Osborne, came to the police station, the detective 
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division, with an order from General Loser, for the release of the 
automobile, as he had shown ownership. 

Investigating it, I had found he had traded this 1951 Chevrolet 
to a Jimmie Dye, who deals in used cars on Lafayette Street, for this 
Mercury. Of course, it was turned over and, also, the warrant was 
served on W. A. Smith at that particular time and he was carried to 
the county jail. That is the end, so far as I know, of the investigation. 

Mr. Kmnnepy. There were very suspicious circumstances surround- 
ing the license plate of the automobile; 1s that right? 

Mr. Brinees. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. There were suspicious circumstances surrounding the 
location of the automobile; the automobile when searched was found 
to have dynamite caps and wire, over two dozen dynamite caps; is that 
right ? 

Mr. Brivers. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now tell me, after those facts, what was Mr. W. A. 
Smith’s general reputation in your city ¢ 

Mr. Brivces. Not so hot. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was it generally understood that the dynamiting, 
that the violence that had taken place in your city was, at least partially, 
the responsibility of Mr. Smith ¢ 

Mr. Brivers. That was the general knowledge; yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Under all these circumstances, what happened to Mr. 
Smith in connection with this? 

Mr. Brinces. After the warrant was sworn out my understanding 
from checking the disposition of the case, it was carried to the court in 
general sessions court, Judge Brown Taylor presiding. 

Mr. Kennepy. What happened ? 

Mr. Brineges. This case was dismissed. They had two cases the same. 
I understand the man was arrested, this Smith, for violating the regis- 
tration law, but this case was dismissed. I never was called to court 
onit. Inever was subpenaed. 

Mr. Kennepy. That was the end of it? 

Mr. Brinees. That was the end of it. 

Mr. Kennepy. You were never asked to further investigate Mr. 
Smith to try to find out if there was any connection between these 
dynamite caps, the evidence that you found, and the dynamiting 
that had taken place in your city? 

Mr. Brivers. Nothing except turning it over to the attorney general 
where his investigation picks up from there. 

Mr. Kennepy. Beyond that you never heard anything from that ? 

Mr. Brincrs. No, sir. 

Mr. Krennepy. It was turned over to the attorney general and you 
never heard anything further about it ? 

Mr. Briners. That’s right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And the case was dismissed ? 

Mr. Brinces. The case was dismissed on this violation. 

The Cuarrman. Is it a violation of the law to possess dynamite ? 

Mr. Brincres. At that time it was not a felony to possess dynamite 
caps or dynamite even. Since that time we have had an amendment 
in the legislature that it is a felony now to possess any part of that. 

The CuatrmMan. Was it a misdemeanor at that time? 


89330—58—pt. 18——-11 
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Mr. Brinezs. Nothing but a misdemeanor. You would have to 
prove the purpose of it to be a misdemeanor. 

The Cuarrman. Was there a violation of the law? You said the 
case was dismissed. I mean on the evidence you had was there a viola- 
tion of the law at that time? 

Mr. Briners. No, sir. 

The Cuarmman. Then there was no case. 

Mr. Briners. No case on the registration law of having this owned, 
but the man was not in the car I imagine is the reason of the judge’s 
dismissal. 

The Cuatrman. You have passed a law since that time ? 

Mr. Bringes. Yes, sir; we have. 

The Cuarrman, I saw here in the record yesterday where he was 
fined $2.50. 

Mr. Brinegs. I believe this is another officer that had that case. 

The CuarrMan. That is another case ? 

Mr. Brivees. That is right. 

The Cuatrman. That is not this case? 

Mr. Brivers. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. I present to you here a photograph to see if you 
identify it, please. 

(A document was handed to the witness. ) 

Mr. Brinegs. Yes, sir; I recognize it. 

The Cuarrman. Do you recognize it ? 

Mr. Briners. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrMan. State what it is. 

Mr. Brinces. These are dynamite caps and dog food, and the license 
plate. 

The Cuarrman. That may be made exhibit No. 14. 

(Photograph referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 14” for 
reference and may be found in the files of the select committee. ) 

The Cuatrman. This is of the car you referred to? 

Mr. Bringes. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. The one you have been testifying about ? 

Mr. Brivers. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did you say about the fact that he was not in 
the car at the time? What did that have to do with this? 

Mr. Brivees. He was not in the car at the time of the automobile 
being picked up by myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. What if he had been? 

Mr. Brinces. Then he would automatically have been violating the 
registration law, of operating a vehicle. That is what we call for the 
purpose of camouflaging a stolen ownership of the automobile. 

Mr. Kennepy. That would be just the registration aspect of it. 

Mr. Bringes. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. I would like to point out, Mr. Chairman, that accord- 
ing to the witness’ own testimony, there were all of these suspicious 
circumstances surrounding this automobile, as well as the fact that Mr. 
Smith was tied up with the dynamiting at least to public knowledge of 
the dynamitings in the city, and after this occurred there were further 
dynamitings in the city, and yet, as far as his information is concerned, 
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there was no further investigation made of this whole matter, although 
they found all these dynamite caps and wire in the trunk of Mr. 
Smith’s car. 5 108) 

The Cuarmman. There were other dynamitings occurring in the 
area there after this? 

Mr. Brivces. After this I understood there was, sir. 

The Cuamrman. You didn’t investigate those ? 

Mr. Brivers. No, sir, that was not in my division. I was assigned 
to this particular auto theft division. 

Mr. Kennepy. This is the same Mr. W. A. Smith who has been 
identified at the place of the dynamiting in the city of Knoxville, 
for instance, in 1956 ? 

The Cuairman. All right. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Kennepy. The next witness is Detective G. T. Thompson. 

The Cuarrman. Do you solemnly swear that the evidence you shall 
give before this Senate select committee shall be the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. THompson. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF G. T. THOMPSON 


The Carman. State your name, your place of residence, and 
your business or occupation. 

Mr. TuHomrson. My name is G. T. Thompson. [I live at 1314 North- 
ern Avenue, Nashville, Tenn. I work out of the sheriff’s office. 

The Cuairman. You are a deputy sheriff ? 

Mr. THompson. Yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. Thank you. 


Do you waive counsel ? 

Mr. THompson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. On November 25, 1955, were you in Nashville, 
Tenn. ? 

Mr. THompson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you make an arrest at that time ? 

Mr. THompson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Would you tell the committee about that ? 

Mr. THomrson. We were—my partner and myself—were just driv- 
ing around the city as we usually do our patrol jobs, and I noticed 
this 1951 Chevrolet going down Fifth Avenue, and I couldn’t find a 
license plate on it anywhere, and so I pulled him over. 

After pulling him over, he starting hollering about “I have got a 
license. I have got a license.” He had a license laying face down 
right behind the back seat, which no one could see. 

I was suspicious of it because I knew the fellow. 

The Carman. You knew the man? 

Mr. Txompson. I knew the man; yes, sir. I have seen him a num- 
ber of places and a number of times. 

The Cuatrman. What would be his name? 

Mr. Tuomrson. W. A. Smith. 

I picked up my microphone and I called the dispatcher, and I 
checked that license number, and it was listed to W. A. Smith, on a 
1951 Chevrolet. 
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In the meantime, the dispatcher said, “I have a stolen report on a 
1951 Mercury with that same license.” So instead of just giving him 
a citation to be in court on a registration law for just having one license, 
and it not showing, I carried him in. I contacted the attorney gen- 
eral’s office and Mr. Jim Richardson, and he in turn contacted At- 
torney General Loser, and so they impounded the car. 

The next day we went out to this garage where it was taken, and 
we went through the car, and we found 2 rolls of wire, and some 
dog food, 1 cloth glove, and a punch, just a regular punch. 

The Cuarrman. What is that punch used for ? 

Mr. THompson. Well, I have seen it used to drill holes or knock 
holes in things. Of course, it can be used for a number of things. 
But it had been used quite a bit. It was pretty roughed up. Of 
course, I charged him with the registration law, and he made a bond 
that night. 

Of course, the case came up later, and he fought in court on it, but 
T beat him and I got him the minimum fine of $2.50 and costs. 

The Cuarrman. Isthat the one where he got the $2.50 fine ¢ 

Mr. THompson. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarmman. That is a pretty stiff penalty for violating the law 
and carrying dynamite around, and dynamite caps, and so forth, for 
the purpose of committing violence against other people’s property. 
That seems to be a rather weak penalty, may I say. 

Of course, if that is the law, that isthe law. I don’t question that. 

But I just marveled yesterday when I saw this record. If it is 
any crime at all, it seems to me it is of greater magnitude than a 
$2.50 fine. 

Mr. Kennepy. That was before Judge Taylor; is that right? 

Mr. THomrpson. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And he was fined $2.50 plus costs, and you found 
the dynamite caps and the battery and the roll of connecting wire; 
is that right ? 

Mr. Tuompson. That’s right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you ever interview Mr. Smith as to how he was 
using this dynamite ? 

Mr. THompson. No, sir; I didn’t. I turned the case over to the 
attorney general’s office, and I went with Mr. Richardson, who was 
with attorney general’s office, and I found this stuff and got it out and 
turned it over to the office, and he was supposed to make an investiga- 
tion. Whether he did or not, I don’t know. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know if he was ever interviewed as to how 
he was using this dynamite ? 

Mr. Tuomrpson. Not that I know of; no, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. So there you found within 4 days of one another, 
the police department was able to find in 2 separate cars of Mr. 
Smith, both proceeding under suspicious circumstances, 2 separate 
cars, you found a good deal of dynamite equipment; is that not right? 

Mr. Tromrpson. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. And the result of both of these arrests was fines of 
$12.25 or a fine and costs of that amount. 

Now, did you know of Mr. Smith’s general reputation in the State 
of Tennessee ? 
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Mr. TxHompson. Yes. Of course, whatever way you might bring 
it out, he does have a pretty bad reputation. 

Mr. Kennepy. He has been tied up, at least publicly, with the dyna- 
mitings that have taken place in the State of Tennessee over the period 
of the last 3 or 4 years; has he not? 

Mr. THompson. Well, every time one is dynamited, you can always 
hear talk of Smith. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, this is some year and a half later, when this 
equipment was found in his car, and there were a good deal of dyna- 
mitings later. For instance, Mr. Powers’ store was dynamited at the 
end of 1956, and it seems incredible—and I am not blaming you at 
all—but it just seems incredible that something further was not done 
at that time, when all of this evidence was found in his possession. 

But you were not instructed to follow it up at all yourself? 

Mr. Tompson. No, sir; we had no instructions on it whatsoever. 

Mr. Kennepy. You never heard anything further about the case? 

Mr. Tuomrson. Nothing other than just the traffic violation which 
we did make a case on. 

The Cuarrman. Who claimed the car, and who finally got the cars, 
both of them ? 

Mr. Tuomrson. Of course, they held this Chevrolet for several days 
there, and finally they turned it back over to Smith. Smith went and 
got the car. 

The Cuarrman. And he also got the Mercury, and he got the Chev- 
rolet ? 

Mr. Tuompson. I don’t know about the Mercury. 

The Cuarrman. I believe that was the testimony of the preceding 
witness. 

Mr. Tuomprson. I feel sure that that is right, but I do know he got 
the Chevrolet. 

Mr. Kennepy. There is a peculiar circumstance about that, because, 
as I understand it, the Chevrolet was supposed to have been traded 
into this Jimmie Dye’s second-hand place, for the Mercury, and yet 
both cars end up in the possession of Mr. W. A. Smith. 

Mr. Tuompson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was that ever pursued to find out what further in- 
formation could be obtained on that? 

Mr. Txuomeson. I didn’t follow that up because I had nothing to 
do with the Mercury whatsoever. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was there any coordination between the information 
that your other police officer found, and what you found out? 

Mr. Tuompson. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. We have all of these threats, the dynamitings that 
occurred immediately after the threats, and the testimony of Mrs. 
Freels that this was common knowledge in the headquarters of the 
teamsters, that these dynamitings were . taking place, and these indi- 
viduals were responsible for it, and then we have here these two police 
officers that testified the dynamiting equipment was actually found 
in the car of Mr. W. A. Smith. 

Yet, as of this date, W. A. Smith and these other teamster officials, 
except for Mr. Reynolds, still hold their same positions, are not either 
removed by the teamsters or in jail by the authorities of Tennessee. 
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The Cuamman. I think Mr. Reynolds, according to the testimony, 
is on probation, and if he can stay out of the penitentiary for a year, 
he was to be rewarded; is that not correct? 

Mr. Kennepy. If he could stay out of the penitentiary for a year 
he is going to get another teamster local. 

The Cuairman. Thank you very much, Mr. Thompson. 

Call the next witness. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuHatrman. The committee will stand in recess until 10:30 
Monday morning. 

(Thereupon, at 11:45 a. m., the committee recessed, to reconvene at 
10: 30 a. m., Monday, December 9, 1957.) 





INVESTIGATION OF IMPROPER ACTIVITIES IN THE 
LABOR OR MANAGEMENT FIELD 


MONDAY, DECEMBER 9, 1957 


Unirep States SENATE, 
SeLect CoMMITTEE ON ImprRoPER ACTIVITIES 
IN THE Lapor OR MANAGEMENT FIELD, 
Washington, D. C. 

The select committee convened at 10:30 a. m., pursuant to Senate 
Resolution 74, agreed to January 30, 1957, in the caucus room, Senate 
Office Building, Senator John L. McClellan (chairman of the select 
committee) presiding. 

Present: Senator John L. McClellan, Democrat, Arkansas; Senator 
Irving M. Ives, Republican, New York; Senator John F. Kennedy, 
Democrat, Massachusetts; Senator Pat McNamara, Democrat, Mich- 
igan; Senator Carl T. Curtis, Republican, Nebraska. 

Also present: Robert F. Kennedy, chief counsel; LaVern J. Duffy 
investigator; James P. McShane, investigator; Ruth Y. Watt, chief 
clerk. 

The CuHarrman. The committee will be in order. 

(Members of the committee present at the convening of the session: 


Senators McClellan, Ives, McNamara, and Curtis.) 

The CuarrMan. Call your first witness. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Robert McDowell. 

The CuatrmMan. Do you solemnly swear that the evidence you shall 
give before this Senate select committee shall be the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. McDowe .. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF ROBERT McDOWELL, ACCOMPANIED BY HIS 
COUNSEL, OLIN WHITE 


The CuarrMan. State your name, your place of residence and your 
business or occupation. 

Mr. McDowett. Robert McDowell, Nashville, Tenn.; my business 
is McDowell & McDowell, contractors. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. McDowell, do you have counsel ? 

Mr. McDowet. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Counsel, will you identify yourself for the 
record ¢ 

Mr. Wuire. Olin White, attorney from Nashville. 

The Cuatrman. Proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. What is your kind of business, Mr. McDowell; what 
sort of business do you operate ? 

Mr. McDowe tu. We are primarily highway contractors. 

Mr. Kennepy. Excavating and road construction work ¢ 

Mr. McDoweE ut. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Kennepy. In 1953, did the teamsters come in and attempt to 
organize your drivers ? 

Mr. McDowe tt. Yes, sir, they did. 

Mr. Kennepy. When was the first conversation that you had with 
any representatives of the teamsters union ? 

Mr. McDowetu. Well, it was, I think, in June of 1953 when Mr, 
Smith came out and wanted us to sign a contract. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is W. A. Smith ? 

Mr. McDoweE tt. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. He was a business agent of the teamsters local, is 
that right ? 

Mr. McDowe tt. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. How many drivers did you have at that time? 

Mr. McDowe tn. I don’t remember, probably 25 or 30. 

Mr. Kennepy. 25 or 30 drivers 

Mr. McDowe tt. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. W hat position did you take with Mr. Smith regard- 
ing signing the union contract. 

Mr. McDowetx. Well, we wanted our lawyer to read over the con- 
tract before we signed it. We didn’t want to sign it unless the major- 
ity of our employees wanted it. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did he say he had a majority of the employees? 

Mr. McDowett. Well, I don’t remember whether he claimed he had 
a majority or not, but he insisted that we sign it. 

Mr. Kennepy. So you said you w: anted to submit it to your lawyer 
and you did submit it to your attorneys, did you not? 

Mr. McDowext. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And your attorneys gave you some advice on it? 

Mr. McDowetu. Well, our attorneys said or advised us not to sign 
it because he thought it was a closed-shop agreement, and he told us 
that that was in violation of Federal and State laws. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you pass that on to Mr. Smith? 

Mr. McDowe tt. Yes, we told him. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you have a number of conversations following 
that with Mr. Smith? 

Mr. McDowett. Yes, sir, he came out very frequently. 

Mr. Kennepy. What was his general position and his general de- 
meanor when he came to visit you and talked about this contract ? 

Mr. McDowe tt. Well, he talked a little rough sometimes, in front 
of the girls in the office, and he was very arrogant and insisted we 
sign it and sort of upset our office routine a little bit. 

Mr. Kennepy. And he used profane language ? 

Mr. McDowet. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Ona number of different occasions, did he? 

Mr. McDowet.. Yes, sir, quite a few times. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was there a picket line established before your place 
of business ? 

Mr. McDowext. Well, not around our office, but around this job we 
had with the TVA up at Gallatin, there was. 

Mr. Kennepy. That was your major job at the time, was it, at the 
TVA? 


Mr. McDowe.t. That was one of our major jobs. 
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ree Kennepy. And the picket line was put up around there, is that 
right 
Mr. McDoweE tt. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did your truck drivers, working for your company, 
join in on that picket line, did they go out on strike / 

Mr. McDowetu. Well, our employees didn’t actually walk on the 
picket line, but they would not cross the picket line and work, after the 

icket line was there. 

Mr. Kennepy. But, they were not participating actively in the 
picket line ? 

Mr. McDowe tt. None of our employees walked on the picket line 
and carried a banner. 

Mr. Krennepy. Did you ask the representatives of TV A that handled 
the labor problems for TVA—did you ask for their assistance in 
settling the strike ? 

Mr. McDowe tu. Well, the minute the work stopped, the TVA of- 
ficials got in touch with us, and said they wanted to arrange a meetin 
with the union to try to work it out so that the job could go ahead. 
They arranged a meeting in Gallatin, in the Cordell Hull Hotel, be- 
tween us and the union and the TVA, 3 parties were there. 

Mr. Kennepy. Will you tell us about the meeting ? 

Mr. McDowe tt. Well, Mr. Smith and Mr. Vestal of the union were 
supposed to be there, but Mr. Vestal didn’t show up. Mr. Smith was 
the only one there. We thought that the purpose of the meeting was 
to negotiate, but Mr. Smith just presented the same contract which we 
refused to sign before, and said that that was it, and there were no 
negotiations, we either signed that one or else. 

Mr. Kennepy. The meeting broke up then ¢ 

Mr. McDowe tt, That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. You obviously were not able to get along with Mr. 
Smith. Did you try or did you make a protest to any higher union 
officials regarding his bad use of language and his threats to you? 

Mr. McDoweuu. Yes; the day before the picket line appeared in 
Gallatin, we called Mr. Vestal and asked him to come out to our office, 
and he did. We told him that we would like to work the matter out 
and we were unable to have much luck with Mr. Smith because he 
didn’t seem to talk our language. 

We wanted to negotiate with Vestal, but he said that Smitty was 
assigned to the case, and we had to talk to him, and he wouldn’t talk 
to us about it. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is Mr. Don Vestal, president of local 327; that 
is right ¢ 

Mr. McDowe tt. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Subsequently, after you had the meeting with 
Vestal, and then you had the meeting at the Cordell Hull Hotel, did 
you subsequently obtain a temporary injunction against picketing? 

Mr. McDoweuu. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Inthe courts? 

Mr. McDoweE.u. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. That was on June 12, 1953? 

Mr. McDowe tu. Yes; along about that time. 

Mr. Kennepy. That was against any kind of picketing at all; is 
that right ? 

Mr. McDowe tu. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Krennepy. What was the reason, or how were you able to ob- 
tain that injunction ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. McDowe tu. Well, there were some threats of violence on the 
picket line, and they told some of our employees that if they went 
across the picket line, they couldn’t keep them from going alon 
but they could make them sorry if they did, and we were afraid 
there would be violence, and we got an injunction. 

Mr. Kennepy. That injunction was modified somewhat later, in 
July 24, 19532 

Mr. McDowe tu. Yes; it was modified to permit peaceful picket- 
ing. 

Mer. Kennepy. During this period of time, June 12, 1953, and July 
24, 1953, did you sign a contract with another union covering these 
employees ? 

Mr. McDowett. Yes, sir; we signed a contract with the United 
Construction Workers, District 50. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is John L. Lewis’ local ? 

Mr. McDowett. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. District 50; is that right? 

Mr. McDowe tt. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. That covered all of your employees? 

Mr. McDowe t. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you have any difficulty or trouble with the union, 
the teamsters union after you had signed up with John L. Lewis’ 
local ? 

Mr. McDowe tt. No; everything went along smoothly for a couple 
of months, up until Labor Day of 1953. 

Mr. Kennepy. What happened on Labor Day, 1953? 

Mr. McDowett. That is when we had this dynamite put on our 
equipment and blew a lot of it up. 

Mr. Kennepy. Where was that equipment blown up? 

Mr. McDowe tt. It was on this Government project there, at the 
Gallatin steam plant, the TVA. 

The Cuarrman. Let me see if I understand. You had not been 
able to enter into a contract with the teamsters ? 

Mr. McDowett. That is right. 

The CuatrmMan. But you later entered into a contract with another 
union. What wasthe name of it? 

Mr. McDowetu. The United Construction Workers, affiliate of the 
United Mine Workers. 

The Cuatrman. In other words, your men joined that union ? 

Mr. McDowe tt. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. And you were organized, and you were union- 
ized ¢ 

Mr. McDowett. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. How long after you were unionized in that union, 
before this dynamiting occurred ? 

Mr. McDowe tt. Well, it was 6 weeks or 2 months, something like 
that. 

The CHarrMan. Some 6 weeks or 2 months afterward ? 
Mr. McDowe tu. Yes, sir. 
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The Cuarmman. Did you have any warning, or had there been any 
trouble or any threats or anything to indicate that some violence was 

oing to occur ? 

Mr. McDowe tt. No; we thought everything was in good shape, and 
we weren’t expecting anything at that time. 

The CuatrMan. Proceed. 

I just wanted to get the record clear. 

r. Kennepy. Now, what was the loss in equipment and damages 
in that dynamiting that occurred, of your equipment ? 

Mr. McDowetu. Approximately $100,000. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did the police and sheriff’s office and any other Gov- 
ernment agencies come in to make investigations ? 

Mr. McDowe tu. Well, yes; there was some investigation. The 
county sheriff there in Sumner County, he made an investigation. The 
Tennessee Bureau of Investigation did. They made some investigation. 

Mr. Kennepy. You also tried to bring in the Federal Government; 
did you not ¢ 

Mr. McDowett. Yes; we called the FBI. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you subsequently submit an affidavit or your 
attorney submitted a memorandum to the United States attorney in 
the district showing or attempting to show that the Federal Govern- 
ment had jurisdiction because this damage occurred on Government 
property ¢ 

Mr. McDowet. Yes, sir; when we first called them, they said that 
they could not have anything to do with the case, and then a few days 
later, they called back our attorney and told him if he could give them 
some jurisdiction, they would come in. 

So he wrote them a letter and cited certain things that he thought 
gave them jurisdiction. He presented that letter to the United States 
deputy marshal, I think, or the district attorney. But we never heard 
any more from it. 

Mr. Kennepy. That case was never solved ? 

Mr. McDowett. No, sir. 

The Cuatrman. You said this occurred on Government property ¢ 

Mr. McDowett. Yes, sir. 

The CuatrmMan. Give us the background of that. I don’t quite 
understand that. You were building highways, as I understand it? 

Mr. McDowe tt. It was an entrance road for the TVA, at the Galla- 
tin steam plant. It was Government, if the TVA is considered 
Government. 

The CuarrMan. Was your contract with the Government ? 

Mr. McDowet.. It was with the Tennessee Valley Authority. 

The Cuarrman. The Tennessee Valley Authority ? 

Mr. McDoweE tt. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And this dynamiting of your equipment took place 
on Labor Day of 1953; is that right ¢ 

Mr. McDowE Lt. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Approximately what time did the dynamiting 
occur ¢ 

Mr. McDowe tut. Well, it was sometime about 2 or 3 or 4:30 in the 
morning, I believe it was, sometime around there. It was before 
daylight. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Did some of the dynamite fail to go off ? 

Mr. McDowet. Yes, sir; there was about 12 or 15 sticks wired on 
a power shovel, which failed to go off. 

The Cuamman. Wired on what? 

Mr. McDowetx. Wired on a power shovel. 

The Cuarmrman. Let me ask, was any Government property damaged 
by the dynamiting, any Government property ¢ 

Mr. McDowruu. No. 

The Cuarrman. It was all your private equipment ? 

Mr. McDowe ut. Yes; it was all our equipment. 

Mr. Kennepy. You took some pictures of the damage to the equip- 
ment and also the dynamite; is that true ¢ 

Mr. McDowet.. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. The dynamite that was found; is that right? 

Mr. McDowetu. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. These are the pictures, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. I present you here four different pictures for your 
examination and identification. 

(The documents were handed to the witness. ) 

The Cuatrman. Do you identify those pictures? 

Mr. McDowe tu. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. What are they / 

Mr. McDowe tt. Well, the first one is a picture of the dynamite 
which did not explode. 

The Cuatrman. Now, that will be made exhibit 15A. 

(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit 15A” for refer- 
ence and may be found in the files of the select committee. ) 

Mr. McDowetu. The other three pictures of the equipment in the 
condition it was in after the dynamite explosion on them. 

The Cuarrman. Those three may be made exhibits 15, B, C, and D. 

(The documents referred to were marked “Exhibits 15, B, C, D,” re- 
spectively, for reference and may be found in the files of the select 
committee. ) 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you turn over this dynamite to the police offi- 
cials, the dynamite that failed to explode? Was that examined by 
any of the law-enforcement officials ? 

r. McDowext. I think it was examined by the county sheriff 
there at Sumner County, and I don’t think anyone ever took it away. 
I think we finally destroyed it ourselves. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you feel there was a complete and thorough 
investigation in this matter ? 

Mr. McDowetu. Well, of course, we were a little disappointed that 
nothing ever turned up. We felt like the case should have been 
solved. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you have any other violence occur in connection 
with the work you were doing ? 

Mr. McDowe tt. Not on this particular project, but we later had 
some dynamite thrown on the roof of our office building. I think it 
was December 18, of the same year. 

Mr. Kennepy. What was the damage that occurred then? 

Mr. McDowe tt. It blew a hole through the roof of our office, about 
$1,200 worth of damage. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you also find some dynamite in this instance, 
that failed to go off? 
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Mr. McDowetu. Yes, sir; we found two homemade’ bombs, on top 
of our building, which had failed to go off. They had apparently 
been there for some time. 

The CuammMan. Is this loaded? Do you recognize this? What do 
you call that? 

Mr. McDoweE tt. Well, it is a homemade bomb, that is all I know 
to call it, and right now it is just a piece of pipe. But they had the 
dynamite inside. 

The Cuatrman. There is no dynamite in it now ? 

Mr. McDowet1. No. There is a hole here where the fuse came 
out. I imagine it was put in this, so that when they threw it, it 
would go through a window. 

Senator Curtis. Are you familiar with dynamite? 

The CuatrMan. Let us get it in the record. Is that the identical 
bomb that you found ? 

Mr. McDowe tt. This is one of them; yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. On the roof? 

Mr. McDowE LL. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. That may be made exhibit No. 16. 

(The object referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 16” for reference 
and may be found in the files of the select committee. ) 

The Cuarrman. We will have to make that for reference only, I 
believe. 

Mr. McDowetx. There was another one just like this. 

Senator Curtis. What would be the potential damage of that if 
it went off in a building occupied by workmen or other individuals? 

Mr. McDowetu. Well, it would have the same effect as a grenade, 
I think. 

Senator Curtis. How much destruction could that bring about ? 

Mr. McDower.u. Well, the one that exploded brought about $1,200 
worth of property damage, and it could kill somebody if there was 
anybody around it. It happened when there was nobody in the office. 

Senator Curris. Could this wreck a building or a part thereof? 

Mr. McDowe tt. I wouldn’t think it could totally wreck one, but it 
could do a lot of damage to it. It would only hold about 2 or 3 sticks 
of dynamite, at the most. When it exploded it would do like shrapnel 
from a hand grenade. 

Senator Curtis. It could kill people? 

Mr. McDowe tt. I think it would, if anyone was close to it when it 
went off. 

Senator Curtis. That is all. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, did you connect these acts of violence with 
your dispute with the teamsters union ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. McDowe tu. We felt that it arose out of those disputes, because 
we didn’t have any disputes with anybody else, and they were the only 
ones we were having any misunderstandings with. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you report that to the law-enforcement agencies, 
and you felt that at the time, did you not ? 

Mr. McDowe tt. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. In 1953, you reported that to the law-enforcement 
agencies ? 

Mr. McDoweE tt. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Do you know if anybody was ever arrested in con- 
nection with this ? 

Mr. McDowe tu. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did yee report to them the conversations that you 
had with W. A. Smith? 

Mr. McDoweE tt. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you reported that at the time, in 1953, when 
these dynamitings occurred ? 

Mr. McDowett. Yes, sir. 

Senator Curtis. This incident of this homemade bomb that we have 
just looked at, to whom did you report that ? 

Mr. McDowetu. Well, I don’t remember the particular individual, 
but it was reported to the Davidson County sheriff's office and the city 
of Nashville Police Department, and Tennessee Bureau of Investiga- 
tion, and the Federal Bureau of Investigation. 

Senator Curtis. How soon after it was discovered was this report 
made ? 

Mr. McDowe tt. We reported it immediately. 

Senator Curtis. What branch of the law -enforcement machinery 
took possession of the homemade bomb? 

Mr. McDowe tt. It seemed to me like one of the deputy sheriffs 
took it and brought it back the same day. I think the deputy sheriff 

yas the only one , who examined it, to the best of my knowledge. 

Senator Curtis. Do you know whether they took any fingerprints 
of it? 

Mr. McDoweE tt. No, sir, I don’t. 

Senator Curtis. Did they unload it or did you do that? 

Mr. McDowett. I believe we had someone in our organization that 
was familiar with dynamite, and we had him take the dynamite out 
so it would not hurt anybody. 

Senator Curtis. Was this before or after you turned it over to the 
sheriff ? 

Mr. McDowe tt. It was after the officers had looked at it. We let 
them see it in the exact condition that we found it in. 

Senator Curtis. But did they take it from the premises? 

Mr. McDowe i. The best I can remember, they did. I think they 
took it that morning and brought it back that afternoon. 

Senator Curtis. ‘To your knowledge, what persons, if any, did they 
pick up and question about this? 

Mr. McDowe .. I don’t know of them questioning anybody about 
it, myself. 

Senator Curtis. Do you think they did ? 

Mr. McDowett. I don’t think they did. At least, if they did, it 
was not public information. 

Senator Curtis. That is all. 

Senator McNamara. Mr. Chairman, I have a couple of questions. 

The CuarrmMaNn. Senator McNamara. 

Senator McNamara. You indicate that somebody in TVA ar- 
ranged a meeting between you and the representatives of the teamsters 
union? 

Mr. McDowett. Yes, sir. 

Senator McNamara. Who arranged the meeting? Who were the 
people in TVA? Do you remember the man’s name? 
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Mr. McDowe tu. I don’t remember the man’s name. His title 
was—what was it ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. McDowe tt. Labor conciliator or labor relations man or public 
relations man or something. 

Senator McNamara, You think he was officially connected with 
TVA? 

Mr. McDowe tt. Yes. 

Senator McNamara. Where was the meeting held? 

Mr. McDowe tt. It was in the basement of the Cordell Hull Hotel 
in Gallatin, Tenn. 

Senator McNamara. When the United Construction Workers, a 
division of the United Mine Workers, came into the picture, how did 
they come into the operation? Did you send for them or did they 
just appear on the scene? How did they get into it? 

Mr. McDowe... Well, they had contacted us on several previous 
occasions, wanting us to sign up with them. They came to us again 
after this happened, and we thought we would give them a try. So 
we told them if the men wanted to sign up, it would be all right with 
us. They sent a man around to see the men, and most of them 
signed up. 

Senator McNamara. They approached you? They got your per- 
mission to approach your organization to sign them up 

Mr. McDowe ... Yes. 

Senator McNamara. Did they have a uniform contract that you 
agreed to go along with ? 

Mr. McDowetu. Yes. We signed a contract with the UCW. 

Senator McNamara. The first time they contacted you, before they 
went out to organize your employees ? 

Mr. McDowe tt. I believe we waited until they contacted the em- 
ployees before we signed the contract, to see that the employees—— 

Senator McNamara. But you agreed in advance to go along with 
the terms of the contract ? 

Mr. McDowe.u. We agreed to sign the contract, if the employees 
signed up and wanted it. 

Senator McNamara. Was there a difference in the wage scales be- 
tween the teamsters contract and the United Construction Workers ? 

Mr. McDowe.u. The wage scale was set out in our contract with 
the Tennessee Valley Authority. We paid the same wage scale re- 
gardless of which union or whether or not we had any union. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. McDowett. Our dispute with the teamsters was not over wage 
scales. It was more over working conditions. 

Senator McNamara. The working conditions were spelled out dif- 
ferently in the contract submitted by the United Construction 
workers ¢ 

Mr. McDowett. Yes, sir. 

Senator McNamara. But the wage scale was no different, and after 
your employees became unionized, you paid the same scale as you 
did prior to that, is that right ? 

Mr. McDowe tt. Yes, sir. 

Senator McNamara. Do you presently have a contract with the 
United Construction Workers ¢ 
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Mr. McDowrtn. No. We have a contract now with the teamsters, 

Senator McNamara. With the teamsters. That is all, Mr. 
Chairman. 

The CuHArrMAN. What I cannot understand is after you were union- 
ized, the teamsters did not bother you any more, so far as makin 
contact with you, and trying to negotiate a contract with you, did they # 

Mr. McDowe ut. No. 

The Cuarrman. What was the purpose of these bombings? Was 
it just revenge? If they did it as emanating from that trouble that 
you had or disagreement about signing a contract with them, what 
could be the motive? What could be the purpose, if you were already 
unionized ¢ 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. McDowetu. Well, you see, we were unionized, but not with the 
teamsters. They had lost the contract. We were unionized with 
UCW, but not with the teamsters. 

The CuArrman. I understand that, but they did not come back to 
you after you were unionized and try to negotiate with you, did they? 
As I understand you, they did not. 

Mr. McDowet. No, they did not contact us any after we signed 
with UCW. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

The Cuatrman. Is there anything further ? 

Mr. McDowett. The injunction held them off then, I think. The 
injunction was still in effect. 

The Carman. Isee. Senator McNamara? 

Senator McNamara. How come the switch from the United Con- 
struction Workers back to the teamsters? What brought that about? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. McDowet.. Well, we later felt that it was in the best interests 
of our business to get back with the teamsters. We had some work 
under the jurisdiction of the National Building Trades Council which 
we could not do without belonging to the AFL. 

Senator McNamara. Then the United Construction Workers did not 
claim jurisdiction in building work, but just on road construction? 
Was that the situation ? 

Mr. McDowett. The contract that we had with the United Con- 
struction Workers was on a job basis. We signed a contract just to 
cover that one project, and when we finished the job, that contract 
was no longer in effect unless we renewed it. 

Senator McNamara. Now, you operate a union shop in agreement 
with the teamsters union as well as the building trades, is that the 
situation ? 

Mr. McDowe tt. Yes. 

Senator McNamara. In the building trades, do you have separate 
contracts with various unions in the building trades ? 

Mr. McDoweEt.. Yes, sir. 

Senator McNamara. Negotiated through the Association of Gen- 
eral Contractors? Is that the situation? Or do you do it indi- 
vidually ? 

Mr. McDowe tt. Well, it is not done through the association, but 
it is done more or less on an individual basis 
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Senator McNamara. A regional basis ? 

Mr. McDowe Lt. Yes. 

Senator McNamara. Are you a member of the Associated General 
Contractors ? 

Mr. McDowe t. No, we are a member of the American Roadbuilders 
Association. 

Senator McNamara. But you do work in the building construction 
field as well as road construction ¢ 

Mr. McDowetu. Yes, we do excavation in connection with buildings. 

Senator McNamara. But you do not do any general contracting ? 

Mr. McDowe tt. Well, on a small scale, not on a large scale. 

Senator McNamara. Do you mean 10 percent of your business or 
more ? 

Mr. McDowe tt. Probably 5 percent would be closer, 

Senator McNamara. Thankyou. That isall. 

The Cuarrman. Did this bombing have anything to do with per- 
suading you to join the teamsters ? 

Mr. McDowetn. No. We joined the teamsters about 2 years ago 
when Ford Motor Co. started building a big glass plant in Nashville, 
and we had a large contract. 

The Cuamman. Who did you deal with in that contract? The 
same man? Was it Smith? 

Mr. McDowe tt. Well, we had our dealings at that time with the 
president of the National Building Trades Council, and Smith was 
also there. 

The Cuarrman. Allright. Is there anything further ? 

Mr. Kennepy. No. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you. 

Call the next witness. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Elzie Clements. 

(Members present at this point: Senators McClellan, Ives, Mc- 
Namara, and Curtis.) 

The CuarrmMan. You do solemnly swear the evidence you shall give 
before this Senate select committee shall be the truth, the whole truth, 
and nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Ciements. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF ELZIE R. CLEMENTS 


The CuarrMan. State your name, your place of residence, and your 
business or occupation. 

Mr. Ciements. My name is Elzie R. Clements. My place of busi- 
ness is Strauss Avenue and Gallatin Road, Nashville, Tenn. My 
home address is 3005 Hilltop Avenue, Nashville. 

Mr. Kennepy. Your occupation ? 

Mr. Ciements. Barber. I own and operate a barber shop. 

The Carman. You waive counsel, do you, Mr. Clements ? 

Mr. Ciements. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Proceed, Mr. Kennedy. 

Mr. Kennepy. Before we start, Mr. Clements, how big are you? 

Mr. Ciements. I am 5 feet Q1/y inches and weigh 110 pounds, 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you having some difficulty with the barbers 
union back in 1953 ? 


89330—58—pt. 18 
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Mr. Ciements. Yes, I was. 

Mr. Kennepy. It started at the beginning of 1953; is that right? 

Mr. Crements. On or about near that. 

Mr. Kennepy. Some time in the beginning of 1953 or the end of 
1952; is that right? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And that culminated on December 18, 1953, with 
your store being dynamited; is that right? 

Mr. Crements. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And: your whole store was destroyed ? 

Mr. Cements. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Damaged to about $5,000 ? 

Mr. Ciements. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, I would just like to point out that 
the dynamiting of Mr. Clements’ store took place on December 18, 
1953, ‘which was the same day as the dynamiting of the previous wit- 
ness’ office place, December 18, 1953. Mr. McDowell’s office was dyna- 
mited on the same day. 

The CHarmmMan. Arethe buildings close together ? 

Mr. Kennepy. They are both in Nashville. 

The Cuarrman. They are both in Nashville? 

Mr. Kennepy. That is correct. 

During the period of 1953, did you have have some of your windows 
broken and other threats made to you ¢ 

Mr. Ciements. Yes, I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. Will you tell the committee about that ? 

Mr. Ciements. I had my windows broken and my tools, my barber 
tools, clippers, razors, shears, all broken up, and my work benches 
broke up. 

Mr. Kennepy. How often did you have your windows broken ? 

Mr. Ciemets. Well, I had them broken three times altogether, and 
I can’t say how close together. 

Mr. Kennepy. But three different instances ? 

Mr. Crements Yes, with the windows, and one time the tools tore 
up. 

Mr. Kennepy. One time 2 windows and the other time 1 window? 

Mr. Ciements. No, the tools were tore up 1 time, and my windows 
were broken 3 times, but I can’t say how close. 

Mr. Kennepy. The barbers union was under Mr. Sanders; was it ? 

Mr. Cuements. Sanders, C. C. Sanders. 

Mr. Kennepy. He attempted to organize you / 

Mr. Ciemets. Yes, sir, he wanted to organize me. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you had working for you at that time some four 
barbers, is that right, approximately. 

Mr. CLements. I had 3 or 4. 

Mr. Kennepy. Three or four barbers working for you ? 

Mr. Ciements. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You did not want to join the union. Could you tell 
the committee why you did not want to go into the union ¢ 

Mr. Ciements. Well, in the first place, my barbers at that time was 
getting all they took in, and if there was three of them working they 
were paying a third of the expenses, and they did not want to join the 
union. I felt like I could not operate under them. 
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Mr. Kennepy. They did not want to join the union. You had the 
arrangement that everything they took in, they kept, and they would 
split the expenses of the store; is that right # 

Mr. Ciements. That is ri 

Mr. Kennepy. They montis split the expenses between them all ? 

Mr. CLements. Each man got what he took in on his chair, and 
then the expenses we split that between them. 

Mr. Kennepy. What was the difficulty with the union? Why didn’t 
you want to join the union ? 

Mr. Ciements. Why did I? 

Mr. Kennepy. Why didn’t you want to join the union ? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Well I was getting 50 cents for a haircut. That is 
when nearly everybody was getting 50 cents, and they just started to 
organize then. So I would have to change my prices, change my 
hours. 

Mr. Kennepy. Why would you have to change your prices ¢ 

Mr. Ciemenrs. I would have to have went to a union scale. 

Mr. Kennepy. What was the union scale ? 

Mr. CLements. I believe at that time, it was 75 cents. 

Mr. Kennepy. So if you joined the union, you would have to raise 
the price of a haircut to 75 cents ¢ 

Mr. CLeMENTs. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. It was not a question of how much you were pay- 
ing the barbers, but how much you would charge the people for get- 
ting a haircut ? 

Mr. Ciements. Oh, no. In fact, my barbers didn’t like it when 
I did join the union finally. 

Mr. Kennepy. You would have to raise the price of a haircut from 
50 cents to 75 cents, if you joined the union ? 

Mr. CLements. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was that difficult for you in that area ? 

Mr. CLements. It was. You see, I have a lot of children that comes 
to my shop. I give them something, maybe a penny, a nickel, a 
dime, something just to show my appreciation that they would stop 
by. Well, I would have to quit that, because they would say it was 
unfair competition. ‘Then I would have to change my hours. I was 
staying open until 8 o’clock. I would have to close at 6, and open 
up at 10. So I felt like I could not operate under that condition. 

Mr. Kennepy. During this year period, did they have a picket line 
out in front of your shop ? 

Mr. Ciements. Well, they did not picket me until after the shop 
was blowed up. They picketed my new shop, the one I got now. 

Mr. Kennepy. You rebuilt your old shop after it was dynamited ? 

Mr. Ciements. Yes, sir, with the help of the neighbors around 
there. They put in and give me quite a bit, some $5, some $10, the 
churches give me some, $15, $20, and I finally got a new shop there. 

Mr. Kennepy. Inthe same location? 

Mr. CLeMeEnNts. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you bring in a partner at that time? 

Mr. Ciements. Yes,sir. Well, I hada partner. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Evans? 

Mr. Citements. Harper, Mr. Roy Harper. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Did you also bring in someone else at that time to 
assist you with the barbershop? Mr. Adams? 

Mr. Crements. Well, when I was having that trouble, I did; 

es. 
: Mr. Kennepy. What was Mr. Adams to do? Was he in the police 
department ? 

Mr. Ctements. Yes; he was. 

Mr. Kennepy. And he invested some money in the barbershop ? 

Mr. Ciements. He had some money in the shop. 

Mr. Kennepy. And he was going to provide you some protection; 
is that right ? 

Mr. Clements. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you go to the police department during this 
period of time and tell them about these things that were happening 
to you ? 

Mr. Ciements. Yes; I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did they say to you ? 

Mr. Criements. Well, I could not get any satisfaction out of it, 
and the best I remember they said that they did not want—I don’t 
know if it is the exact words or not, but they did not want to mess 
with the labor trouble. They tried to stay out of labor trouble. It 
was something to that effect. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who said this to you? 

Mr. Ciements. Well, I was told that a number of times. 

Mr. Kennepy. By the various representatives of the police depart- 
ment ? 

Mr. Ciements. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. So you brought in Mr. Adams, who was going to help 
provide protection. Did you also purchase a gun ? 

Mr. Ciements. I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. You purchased a gun. Did you get a license to carry 
a gun ? 

Mr. Ciements. I did not. 

Mr. Kennepy. You just got a gun? 

Mr. Ciements. I just got a gun. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was that to protect yourself? 

Mr. Ciements. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You felt you needed it by that time? 

Mr. CLtemMents. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. That was after the dynamiting of the store ? 

Mr. Ciements. That was after the dynamiting, and several folks 
were getting beat up around. I just did not want that to happen to 
me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you ever have any incidents in connection with 
the gun ? 

Mr. Ciements. Yes; I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. Would you tell the committee what happened ? 

Mr. Crements. Well, Mr. Adams told me that somebody told him 
that he could not be down there any more. 

Mr. Kennepy. You mean one of the officials in the police department 
told him he could not stay around ¢ 

Mr. Ciements. That is the way I understood it. 

Mr. Kennepy. That he could not stay around there any more; is 
that right? 
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Mr. Ciements. That is the way I understood it. So he sent a boy 
down to tell me that day that they were going to whip all the barbers 
in that shop that night, when they closed. 

Mr. Kennepy. They were going to beat them all up ? 

Mr. Ciements. That is right. 

The Cuatrman. Who sent you that message ? 

Mr. Ciements. Tom Adams. 

The Cuarrman. Was hea policeman ? 

Mr. Ciements. Yes, sir. 

(At this point Senator Ives withdrew from the hearing room.) 

oo CuarrMaNn. All right. He sent you word that you were going 
iceman ? 

4 CLEMENTS. Yee. sir. 

The Cuamman. All right; go ahead. 

Mr. Kennepy. This is the same policeman that had invested money 
in your barbershop ? 

Mr. Crements. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who had been giving you protection; is that right? 

Mr. Ciements. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. But he had been called off by his superiors and told 
he could not stay down there any more. 

Mr. CLements. That is the way I understood it. 

Mr. Krennepy. So he sent a message that on this particular night, 
you and the rest of the barbers were going to be beaten up; is that 
right ? 

Mr. Ctements. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Is that why he was called off, so that those who 
were to administer the beatings would have a freer hand at the job? 
I am just trying to piece these things together. He gets called off of 
the job, and then sends you word the same day, as I understand it, that 
all of you are going to get beaten up that night when you quit work. 

Mr. Ciements. That is right. 

Senator Curtis. Do you know how he obtained the information that 
these beatings were to take place? 

Mr. Ciements. No, I do not. 

Senator Curtis. Did he say anything about who was going to 
do it ? 

Mr. Ciements. I don’t believe he did. 

Senator Curtis. Do you have any evidence that this crusade against 
you in various forms of violence was being backed by other barbershops 
in the city ¢ 

Mr. CLemeEnts. Well, there were a lot of barbers on the picket line; 
yes, sir. 

Senator Curtis. I am referring to owners of barbershops. 

Mr. Ciements. Well, you see, “Ty stayed open later than they did. 
They closed at 6; I stay ed until 8or 9. So when they closed at 6, they 
would all come over there. 

Senator Curtis. They would come over and help picket? 

ore Ciements. Yes; there would be about, I would say, roughly 

), 30, or maybe 50 guys each night. 

ee Curtis. That were barbers ? 

: Mr. CiemMeEnts. Well, not all of them barbers. A lot of them were 
arbers. 
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Senator Curtis. Were any shopowners on the picket line? 

Mr. Ciements. Yes, sir. Well, they didn’t carry the sign. They 
had one hired man to carry the sign. 

Senator Curtis. But they showed up there ? 

Mr. Ciements. Yes, sir. 

Senator Curtis. Do you have any evidence that they knew about 
or took part in any way in the violence ? 

Mr. Ciements. I could not say. Do you mean the blowing up and 
all? 

Senator Curtis. Yes. 

Mr. Crements. I could not say. 

Senator Curtis. Thank you. 

Mr. Kennepy. This night that you received this message, you 
closed up your barbershop and started home, did you ¢ 

Mr. CiemeEnts. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Would you tell the committee what happened then? 

Mr. Criements. I closed that night. I was getting ready to go home, 
so down this side of the shop the street was full, and up this other side 
there was a car with, if I am not badly mistaken, with six standing 
around here, and a patrol car. They were talking to the people ina 
patrol car. 

The CuatrMan. Do you mean a police patrol ? 

Mr. Ciements. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. The first time. Weren’t you stopped prior to that 
time, in the alley ? 

Mr. Ciements. Well, I could not get this way. I could not get this 
other way,soI go up the alley. 

Mr. Kennepy. Why couldn’t you go either way ? 

Mr. Ciements. Well, they had all these people down there. I did 
not want to get involved with these over here or these over here, either, 
so I went up the alley. 

Mr. Kennepy. 1id you meet anybody in the alley? 

Mr. Ciements. Tom told the boy to tell me that he would wait for 
me in the alley. 

Mr. Kennepy. Prior to that time, had you brought your gun out 
at all? 

Mr. Ciements. When I got to the end of the alley, this car cut me 
off. He went around Gallatin Road and down Douglas Alley to 
where this alley was, and he cut me off there. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you could not get out ? 

Mr. Ciements. No; I could not get out. It was very narrow. 

Mr. Kennepy. So what did you do? 

Mr. Ciements. So they were out. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did they come out of the car ? 

Mr. Ciements. Some of them was out. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did yousee anybody? Did you recognize anybody ? 

Mr. CLEMENTS Well, not out of that car, but the one that was down 
in the side of this man’s yard was Perry ¢ ‘anaday. 

Mr. Kennepy. Of the teamsters’ union ? 

Mr. Ciements. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Had he been outside your shop before that ? 

Mr. CLtements. Yes; several times. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Was he sort of directing the activities, or did he give 
you that impression that he had an important position ¢ 

Mr. Ciements. I had that feeling; yes, sir. , 

Mr. Kennepy. That was Canaday of the teamsters union ? 

Mr. CiemeEnts. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Krennepy. And some of these people got out of their cars? 

Mr. Ciements. So I got out. I hada gun. I had it in my hand, 
but I didn’t shoot it. So they got back in their car. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did you do with the gun? Did you point it at 
them ? 

Mr. Ciements. No; I just had it in my hand. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you say anything to them ? 

Mr. Ciements. I don’t remember the correct words that I did say. 

Mr. Kennepy. Generally what did you say to them ? 

Mr. Ciemen's. I believe I told them that I would hurt one of them, 
or something to that effect, if they tried anything, so they left. 

Mr. Kennepy. They got back in their car? 

Mr. Ciements. They got back in their car. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then you drove on? 

Mr. Ciements. When they left, there is a little street down there, 
and they went down there, and there is a man’s yard there, so they 
turned. During the time they were turning, I passed the street. 
When I passed the street, they come down and come around. Now, I 
ain’t saying they stopped plumb still, but the best I remember—I know 
the door was open on the right-hand side. So when the door was open 
on the right-hand side, I shot. 

Mr. Kennepy. You shot? 

Mr. Citemen's. I shot at the car. 

Mr. Kennepy. And did they drive away then ? 

Mr. Ciements. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. And there is a possibility you might have hit the car; 
is that right ? 

Mr. Ciements. Well, they drove, I would say, a distance of five 
blocks. They said I hit a tire. I don’t know if I did or not. But 
they drove a distance of five blocks and they said the tire was torn up, 
Imean from being flat. 

The Cuarrman. Youhitatire? Youshot the tire on the car? 

Mr. Ctements. They said I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. Why did you shoot at the car ? 

Mr. Ciements. Well, I mainly shot at the car—after hearing all 
this that they were going to beat me up, I thought maybe that might 
keep somebody from being hurt bad. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you hear about the shooting again? What did 
you next hear about it? Did the police get in touch with you or did 
you get in touch with the police ? 

Mr. Ciements. Tom Adams and Henry McCarver 

Mr. Kennepy. That is Tom Adams, your friend, the policeman ? 

Mr. Ciemen'rs. Yes—told me that they went to the police station 
and swore that he done the shooting. 

Mr. Kennepy. That Tom Adams had done the shooting ? 

Mr. Ciements. Yes, sir; so that night they went to see Canaday 
and talked to him, and they said he would not come out of the house. 
He was scared. They told him to come out, that they wasn’t going 
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to hurt him, that there wasn’t going to be nothing, that they just 
wanted to talk to him. So he come out and he told them about thig 
guy Birthright, and some said he was from Indianapolis. He was a 
bit fat guy. They came to my house that night and told me that we 
had to go to the hotel in Nashville. 

Mr. Kennepy. Birthright is the international organizer of the bar- 
bers’ union. What did he have to do with it? He was coming down 
there ? 

Mr. Ciements. He was already there. I did not know he was 
there. He was in the hotel the next morning when we went up there, 

Mr. Kennepy. But anyway, you thought there was some claim that 
Adams had been responsible for the shooting ¢ 

Mr. Ciements. That is the way I understood it. 

Mr. Kennepy. So what did you do? 

Mr. Ciements. We went up to join the union. 

Mr. Kennepy. You decided to join the union ¢ 

Mr. CLements. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you go to the police department first ? 

Mr. Cremenrts. I had been to the police department a number of 
times. 

Mr. Kennepy. But did you go to the police department? Did they 
question you ¢ 

Mr. Ciements. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. You said you did not know anything about the 
shooting ? 

Mr. Ciements. I did not know I told them that until I read the 
statement that was gotten from the police station. 

Mr. Kennepy. You went through a rather nervous period, I under- 
stand. 

Mr. Ciements. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. But the records show that you did not tell them any- 
thing about the shooting ? 

Mr. Ciements. I read that; yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You went and joined the union ? 

Mr. Ciements. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you received assurances from the union officials 
that they would not press the charge of shooting against you ? 

Mr. Ciements. Well, that was the purpose of going up there; yes, 
sir. Before I signed the paper, I made sure that something was said 
about everything what was going to be done, and he said everything 
was going to be all right. 

Mr. Kennepy. So you joined up with the union at that time ? 

Mr. Ciements. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And subsequently you sold your shop? 

Mr. Ciements. And my house. 

Mr. Kennepy. You moved out of the city ? 

Mr. Ciements. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then you came back in within a couple of years after 
that ? 

Mr. Ciements. About 2 months after that. Two or three months. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you bought your shop back ? 

Mr. Ciements. Well, yes, I got my shop back. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then when the union contract expired, you told the 
union that you would not renew it; is that right ? 
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Mr. Ciemen's. No, I didn’t wait until it expired. I studied it over 
and thought it over, so I come back and quit then. 

Mr. Kennepy. You quit the union ¢ 

Mr. Ciements. Yes. I told them to come and get their card, I did 
not want it. 

Mr. Kennepy. You were not frightened at that time ? 

Mr. Criements. Well, we will put it like this: I was worried. 

Mr. Kennepy. But you thought it was better not to be a member of 
theunion? You weren’t that worried ? 

Mr. Ciements. Well, you see, the people helped me build that shop 
back, because it was a help to the neighborhood, on account of their 
kids and all, and I did not feel like it was doing them right, after 
them helping me build the place, and then going and joining the union 
and overcharging them for the work that they got. So I just dropped 
out of the union. I got out of it. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you lower your prices for haircuts then after 
you got out ¢ 

Mr. Ciements. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Back to what price? 

Mr. Cements. Well, I was getting a dollar at union prices then, and 
Icut them back to 75. But Iam getting a dollar now. 

Mr. Kennepy. When did you have this conversation with the rep- 
resentative of the barbers union when you came back to the city? 
Was it a year ago? 

Mr. Ciements. Well, it was 2 or 8 months after I sold my house 
and shop, whatever date that was. 

Mr. Kennepy. But you are not a member of the union now; is that 
right ? 

Mr. Ciements. No; Iam not. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did the union tell you at that time you would have 
any problems or trouble with them, any union official ¢ 

Mr. Ciements. About the only thing, C. C. Sanders told me it 
looked like he was going to have to get rough with me. 

Mr. Kennepy. But you never heard from them again ? 

Mr. Ciements. I have not. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did you do with the gun? 

Mr. Ciements. I have it. 

Mr. Kennepy. You still have it? 

Mr. CLements. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you have a license yet ? 

Mr. Ciements. No; I don’t. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was your wife upset about all of this? 

Mr. Ciemen's. Yes. She is upset right now. 

Mr. Kennepy. As I understand it, over this period of a year you 
had, during 1953, three different instances of having your win- 
dows broken, your equipment destroyed, and you went to the 
police department, according to your testimony, asked for their assist- 
ance, and they said they did not mix in where labor disputes were 
involved. Then you have had the dynamiting of your store where 
you had $5,000 of damages. Then you and your neighbors rebuilt the 
store. ‘Then you had this incident with the gun and finally you joined 
the union, and then told them that you were going to get out of the 
union ; is that right ? é 

Mr. Ctements. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Kennepy. And the dynamiting took place, as I said, Mr. Chair- 
man, the same night as the dynamiting of McDowell’s place. 

The Cuamman. Why did you join the union? What persuaded 

ou ? 

Mr. Crements. Well, things were getting pretty tough. My wife, 
she is awful nervous and tore up. Like I said, she still is. I guess it 
all adds up to just getting rid of some of the pressure. 

The Cuairman. In other words, you joined the union because you 
were intimidated and frightened by the violence that had occurred ! 

Mr. Ciements. Well, if they did, I will say if they did, do that 
dynamiting, the man that done that would do that to your house. 

The Crarrman. Yes, I understand. I am not saying who did it, 
But the fact that it was done had considerable influence with you 
joining the union ? 

Mr. Ciements. Yes, it did. 

Senator McNamara. Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrMan. Senator McNamara. 

Senator McNamara. The time of the damage to your property, the 
$5,000 worth of damage, how many chairs did you have? 

Mr. Crements. I had four, I believe. 

Senator McNamara. All operating ? 

Mr. CLeMENts. Yes, sir. 

Senator McNamara. Were you a member at that time of the Master 
Barbers’ Association ? 

Mr. Ciements. At that time, no; no, not when the shop blowed up, 
I wasn’t. 

Senator McNamara. Had they been trying to get you to join their 
organization ? 

Mr. Ctements. The master barbers ? 

Senator McNamara. Whatisthat? The master barbers? 

Mr. Ciements. Well, I joined the Master Barbers’ Association to 
get some relief from this other. 

Senator McNamara. Then at the time when the store was damaged 
to the extent of $5,000, were you a member or were you negotiating ? 

Mr. Ciements. No, sir. 

Senator McNamara. You had not been a member of the Master 
Barbers’ Association ? 

Mr. Ciements. No, sir. 

Senator McNamara. But subsequently you joined the Master Bar- 
bers’ Association ? 

Mr. Ciements. Yes, sir; at one time I belonged to the Master Bar- 
bers’ Association. 

Senator McNamara. Was that prior to making an agreement with 
the barbers’ union or at the same time? 

Mr. Ciements. No; that was after. If I remember correctly, it was 
after I had dropped out of the union. 

Senator McNamara. I do not understand your answer. You said 
it wasafter what? After you joined 

Mr. Crements. Well, after I dropped out of the barbers’ union. 

Senator McNamara. Then you became a member of the master 
barbers ? 

Mr. Crements. For a while; yes, sir. 

Senator McNamara. For how long? 
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Mr. Crements. Well, I can’t give you the correct dates on that. 

Senator McNamara. Well, is it a month ora year ? 

Mr. CLements. I would say—let’s say 6 months. 

Senator McNamara. During the period that you were a member of 
the Master Barbers’ Association, did you collect the rate that was 
agreed upon for your haircuts, 75 cents or a dollar, whatever it was? 

Mr. Ciements. Well, they don’t have a rate. The master bar- 
bers—you charge whatever is in your locality. 

Senator McNamara. They have an area rate ? 

Mr. Ciements. An area rate; yes. 

Senator McNamara. Did you collect the area rate, then ? 

Mr. Crements. Yes, sir. 

Senator McNamara. You agreed to go along with the terms of the 
Master Barbers’ setup ? 

Mr. CLemen's. Yes, sir. 

Senator McNamara. Then you‘subsequently dropped that, too? 
You were not a member of the master barbers after 6 months ? 

Mr. CLements. No; they told me that I would have to fully cooper- 
ate with local 35 on prices, hours, and all regulations, so I dropped out 
of that. 

Senator McNamara. Who set the prices for the haircut? Was it 
the Master Barbers’ Association or the union or between them jointly ? 

Mr. Ciements. Local 35. They have a union scale. 

Senator McNamara. Well, that is payment to your barbers, but 
that does not establish the price that you charged the public; did they ? 

Mr. Ciements. No; it is not payment to your barbers. It is the 
amount I charge you for cutting your hair. 

Senator McNamara. In the union contract, you agreed to charge a 
certain amount ? 

Mr. CLements. Yes, sir. 

Senator McNamara. And that is the same amount that the Master 
Barbers’ Association 

Mr. Ciements. No, the Master Barbers’ Association don’t have a set 
rate on what I charge you for your haircut. 

Senator McNamara. You can be a member of the Master Barbers’ 
Association and charge whatever you want ? 

Mr. CLements. Charge anything you want to. 

Senator McNamara. Isn’t that an unusual setup from what you 
know about barber associations ? 

Mr. Ciements. Well, just to be perfectly frank with you, I don’t 
want to belong to any of it. 

Senator McNamara. You mentioned the fat man that came from 
Cincinnati or Indianapolis ? 

Mr. Ciements. That is what I was told; yes. 

Senator McNamara. Did you meet him? 

Mr. CLements. Yes, sir. 

Senator McNamara. Did you say his name was Birthright ? 

Mr. Ciements. Yes, sir. 

Senator McNamara. Was he a high official of the Barbers Inter- 
national Union ? 

Mr. Ciements. That is what he said: 

Senator McNamara. Was he the international president of the 
barbers union ? 
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Mr. Criements. I really don’t know. 

Senator McNamara. What business did you have with this stout 
man from Indianapolis that you thought was Mr. Birthright? What 
business did you do with him ¢ 

Mr. CiemMents. I went up there and joined the union. 

Senator McNamara. He asked you to join the union ? 

Mr. Crements. Well, we just went up there and he was there. Yes; 
he asked me to join the union. We joined the union right there. 

Senator McNamara. You joined at that point ? 

Mr. CLements. Yes, sir. 

Senator McNamara. When he came in the picture ? 

Mr. Ciements. Yes, sir. 

Senator McNamara. Now, you mentioned that Mr. Adams was 
called off, or he was a sort of a partner and he put some money in 
your business. How much money did he put in? Was it $100 or 
more ? P 

Mr. Ciements. I don’t remember just the right figure right now 
and I could not give you a correct answer on that. 

Senator McNamara. It was more than $1 ¢ 

Mr. Ciements. Oh, yes. 

Senator McNamara. Notas much as $100? 

Mr. Crements. I think it was a little over $100 and I don’t know 
how much it was right at that particular time, but it had been over 
$100. 

Senator McNamara. For this was he to get a share of the profits in 
your business ? 

Mr. Crements. No, sir. 

Senator McNamara. For this he was to be paid a certain amount 
every week or something like that ? 

Mr. Ciements. No, sir. 

Senator McNam ra. What was he to get out of it ? 

Mr. Crements. Well, I would pay him back, when I made it. 

Senator McNamara. You would pay him back what he put into it? 

Mr. CiemMeEnts. Yes, sir. 

Senator McNamara. Then it was more of a loan and investment in 
the business; is that right ? 

Mr. Ciements. Well, I don’t know what you would call it. 

Senator McNamara. What did you consider it, a loan or an invest- 
ment in the business ? 

Mr. Ciements. Well, either one he would rather have. 

Senator McNamara. What is that? 

Mr. Ciements. Either one that he would rather have. 

Senator McNamara. No; you got more than $100 from Mr. Adams 
which you used in your business, as I understand from the record; 
is that right ? 

Mr. Crements. Like I say, I could not give you the correct figures 
as to how much. 

Senator McNamara.’ You do agree there was more than $100? 

Mr. Ciements. At one time there was. 

(At this point, Senator Kennedy entered the hearing room. ) 

Senator McNamara. Was it as much as $200 at this time that you 
are talking about ? 

Mr. Crements. I couldn’t say. 
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Senator McNamara. Then, to the best of your knowledge and 
belief, it was between $100 and $200; is that right ¢ 

Mr. Ciements. I wouldn’t make a statement on that because I 
couldn’t remember. 

Senator McNamara. You have said it was more than $100. 

Mr. CLements. At one time, it was. 

Senator McNamara. At one time it was more than $100 ? 

Mr. Citemen's. Yes, sir. 

Senator McNamara. Did he get his money back ? 

Mr. CLeMEnts. Yes, sir. 

Senator McNamara. Did you consider the money that he put into 
your business as a loan ? 

Mr. Ciemen's. To tell you the truth, I had not thought about it. 

Senator McNamara. Do you now consider it was a loan ! ¢ 

Mr. Ciements. Well, I would consider it more or less just friend- 
ship. 

Senator McNamara. But the police department of Nashville ob- 
jected to your friend loaning you more than $100 to be used in your 

usiness according to your testimony. 

Mr. Ciemen's. No; I don’t think that I said that. 

Senator McNamara. Well, previously you said that Mr. Adams put 
some money into your business. 

Mr. Ciemen's. Yes, sir. 

Senator McNamara. But the police department told him he had 
to get away from that business and he could not be there any more; 
isthat right? Is that your previous testimony ¢ 

Mr. CLemMENts. Not because of the money. 

Senator McNamara. What was the cause of it ? 

Mr. CLemMEN's. I don’t know. 

Senator McNamara. You do not know? 

Mr. Ciements. No. 

Senator McNamara. All right. You had several contacts with the 
Nashville Police Department and they told you in substance that they 
did not want to mess with any labor trouble; is that your testimony ? 

Mr. Ciements. They did not want to get involved in any labor 
trouble. 

Senator McNamara. You said you had several contacts with them 
and this is what they told you. 

Mr. CLemMen's. Yes, sir. 

Senator McNamara. You said you do not remember who told you 
in all of these instances, but you must remember one name in the 
police department who told you ‘this; do you not? 

Mr. Ciemen's. I had so much of that, ‘T couldn’t rightly say. 

Senator McNamara. You could not say you remember the name of 
one polic e official who told you they did not want to mess with labor 
trouble ? 

Mr. Crements. Well, the sheriff told me and my partner. 

Senator McNaarara. I am not talking about the sheriff. I am talk- 
ing about the Nashville Police Depar tment, because these are the people 
that y . said you went to several times. 

Mr. Ciements. I was talking about the Nashville law-enforcement 
iar, 

Senator McNamara. All right; now then, it was the sheriff’s depart- 
ment that told you this and not the Nashville Police Department ? 
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Mr. Ciements. I will tell you what the sheriff told me. He told me 

- he would have to see his lawyer before he could say what he could 
0. 

Senator McNamara. He did not tell you that he did not want to 
mness with labor trouble ? 

Mr. Ciements. He left the impression on me of the same. 

Senator McNamara. You assumed this, and nobody told you then, 
they did not want to mess with labor troubles. 

Mr. Ciements. They told me that they did not usually mess or 
usually fool with labor fellows. 

Senator McNamara. They did not want to become involved ? 

Mr. Ciements. That is right. 

Senator McNamara. Who told you? Come on, you know who told 
you. Whodid you goto in the police department ? 

Mr. Ciements. I saw everybody down there and I just wouldn’t say 
who it was. I just couldn’t say truthfully who told me that. 

Senator McNamara. You do not know how much money Adams put 
in the business and you don’t know who told you that the police depart- 
ment did not want to mess with it, and you do not know whether it 
was the sheriff’s office or the Nashville Police Department, and you 
do not know much, do you? 

That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Are there any further questions ? 

Senator Curtis. Mr. Chairman, I have a question. 

Did the police department ever talk to you about this shooting in- 
stance where you had the gun out and you shot and the accusation 
was made that you hit a tire on the car? Did any police officer ever 
talk to you about that ? 

Mr. Ciements. Not as I recall; no, sir. 

Senator Curtis. The statement or the inference that if you joined 
the union, that charge would not be pressed, then, came from individ- 
uals other than the police; is that right ? 

Mr. Ciements. It did. 

Senator Curtis. You referred to this neighborhood in which you 
had the barbershop and the needs and wishes of the people around 
there. What sort of a neighborhood isit? Is it away from downtondll 

Mr. Ciements. Yes; it is on the outskirts of town and it is in the 
city limits but on the outskirts. It is a good neighborhood and they 
are nice, clean working people and they do not have a lot of money 
and they buy homes and they have children in school and they have 
all of their home expenses. 

I just did not feel like they were able to pay a tremendous price for 
a haircut. 

Senator Curtis. It was those people who helped you individually 
and who belonged to the churches and the clubs that also helped you? 

Mr. Ciements. That is right. 

Senator Curtis. You felt an obligation to them ? 

Mr. Ciements. Well, I felt like it wouldn’t be right to overcharge 
them. 

Senator Curtis. Do you operate now in that same neighborhood ? 

Mr. Ciements. Yes, sir. 

Senator Curtis. That is all. 

Senator McNamara. I have a question. 
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Why did you not obtain a permit for this gun that you still have in 
your possession ¢ vee 

Mr. Crements. Well, I figured they wouldn’t give it to me under 
those circumstances. 

Senator McNamara. On account of what? 

Mr. Ciements. Under the circumstances, I figured I couldn’t get 
one. 

Senator McNamara. Are you not a responsible businessman and 

ou have demonstrated a need for a gun to protect yourself and your 
family? Why should they not give you a permit to carry a gun ? 

Mr. Criements. I did not ask for one, and I don’t know if they 
would have or would not, but I just assumed they wouldn’t. 

Senator McNamara. If you do not have a police record and you are 
a businessman, and you show a need for a gun to protect yourself and 
your business, you should get one. There is no reason in the world 
why you should not. Do you have a police record ? 

Mr. Citements. No, sir. 

Senator McNamara. I do not understand why you do not get a 

rmit for this gun and have a right to use it and have a right to carry 
it and protect your business. But you just have not made an appli- 
cation ? 

Mr. Ciements. No, sir. 

Senator McNamara. That is all. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you very much. 

Call the next witness. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Rasmussen. 

The Cuarrman. Do you solemnly swear that the evidence you shall 
give before this Senate select committee shall be the truth, the whole 
truth and nothing but the truth so help you God ? 

Mr. Rasmussen. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF WALLACE RASMUSSEN 


The CuatrMan. State your name and your place of residence and 
your business or occupation. 

Mr. Rasmussen. Wallace Rasmussen, Route 2, Brentwood, Tenn., 
district manager for Beatrice Food Co. 

The CuatrMan. Do you waive counsel ? 

Mr. Rasmussen. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Proceed, Mr. Kennedy. 

Mr. Kennepy. You were district manager during 1953 for the 
Beatrice Food Co. ? 

Mr. Rasmussen. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. What position did you hold? That is the position 
you have at the present time ? 

Mr. Rasmussen. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you with them at that time ? 

Mr. Rasmussen. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. What position did you hold ? 

Mr. Rasmussen. Plant superintendent. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were the teamsters making an effort to organize that 
company, the employees of that company, the drivers ? 

Mr. Rasmussen. That is right. 
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Mr. Kennepy. During 1953 

Mr. Rasmussen. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. About what month was that; when did it occur? 

Mr. Rasmussen. It was in the spring, I would say, of 1953. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you already have a contract with any union? 

Mr. Rasmussen. Yes, sir; we had a contract with the C1O. 

Mr. Kennepy. What union of the CIO? 

Mr. Rasmussen. Wholesale Department and Retail and Department 
Store Workers Union ? 

Mr. Kennepy. What local number is that? 

Mr. Rasmussen. 761. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you have an altercation around April 19, 1958, 
with some representatives of the teamsters union ¢ 

Mr. Rasmussen. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Could you tell the committee what happened in con- 
nection with that ? 

Mr. Rasmussen. I was walking up through our garage in this par- 
ticular afternoon and saw one of our former employees standing in 
the doorway, who we had let go 2 or 3 weeks previously. So I thought 
I would see what he was doing back. 

I started a conversation with him and he had a person with him. 
I turned my back to this person and he took a swing at me when I 
turned my back tohim. I turned around and said, ‘ “Who are you?” and 
he said, “I have some unfinished business with you.’ 

I said, “I don’t even know you.” So I sumed back in the office 
there and I asked the boys in the office to call the police. Then I went 
back out, and I followed them up in front of the office door. Then 
he took another swing at me, so I thought I would at least hold him 
there until the police got there, and I grabbed him around the head and 
headed for the office, and about that time I got in the office door some- 
one hit me on the head. Of course I let loose of the two fellows. 

Mr. Kennepy. This other person hit you on the head from the back, 
did he? 

Mr. Rasmussen. He hit me from the side. 

Mr. Kennepy. With his fist ? 

Mr. Rasmussen. I don’t know. From the welt it left on my head, I 
question it. 

Mr. Kennepy. You were stunned, were you ? 

Mr. Rasmussen. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kenney. Did you see what happened to them after that? 

Mr. Rasmussen. The fellow that hit me ran back across the street 
and got into his car, and the other two boys went up the street. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you able to identify the man who hit you 
at all? 

Mr. Rasmussen. Only that he wore a hearing aid. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you able to identify the: car? 

Mr. Rasmussen. We asked several employees around there if they 
saw the car that he got into and through the description that they 
gave us we were able to trace the car. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you turn this over to the police ? 

Mr. Rasmussen. We called the police and the police came out, and I 
thought that the person that did the hitting was another individual 
and they got this person, but it turned out it wasn’t. That was the last 
the police ever got into the picture. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Did you tell them that you could identify any of the 
people, other than the one? 

Mr. Rasmussen. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did they come back to interview you ? 

Mr. Rasmussen. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did’ you tell them of the problem that you were 
having with the teamsters union ? 

Mr. Rasmussen. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. They never showed you any pictures? 

Mr. Rasmussen. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you told them you thought this fellow was 
wearing a hearing aid ? 

Mr. Rasmussen. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And they never came back to see you again ? 

Mr. Rasmussen. No. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you hire some private investigators to make 
an investigation, yourself ? 

Mr. Rasmv SSEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Could you tell the committee what you found out 
then ¢ 

Mr. Rasmussen. We hired this private investigator to help us find 
the individuals who did the assaulting. I knew one of them and 
the other two we did not know. 

Mr. Kennepy. Which one did you know ? 

Mr. Rasmussen. We knew Bobby Marston, who was a former em- 
ployee. 

Mr. Kennepy. He was the one you were talking to ? 

Mr. Rasmussen. That is right. Through the description of the 
automobile the manager of the plant at that time and myself, drove 
all over Nashville looking for that particular car. We finally located 
the car or we thought it was, and got the license number and had it 
traced or had them check to see who the automobile belonged to, and 
it belonged to Smith, W. A. Smith. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you able to identify the third individual ? 

Mr. Rasmussen. We kept watching for the third individual, and 
when we found him they picked him up and the Marston boy and then 
they took me to this Smith’s home and I identified him and they 
took him. 

Mr. Kennepy. The police arrested them 4 

Mr. Rasmussen. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who is “they” ? 

Mr. Rasmussen. This investigator had a man working for him 
who worked also in the police department, but he worked part time 
for him, and he is the one who took him down to the police station. 

Mr. Kennepy. He took him down to the police station / 

Mr. Rasmussen. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you turned him over to the police at that time? 

Mr. Rasmussen. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. All three individuals? 

Mr. Rasmussen. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you pursue the matter ? 

Mr. Rasmussen. They were let out with a $50 bond and then we 
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were advised by our attorney that it would be better to drop it because 
it wouldn’t do us any good to pursue it. 

Mr. Kennepy. Why didn’t he think that it would produce any 
good ? 

Mr. Rasmussen. Well, from previous trouble that they had gotten 
into with unions, it wouldn’t be favorable as far as we were concerned, 

Mr. Kennepy. So you thought, despite all of this work, and appre- 
hending the people that had beaten you, you felt, on the advice of 
your attorney, that it was not worthwhile pursuing the matter because 
nothing would come of it anyway ¢ 

Mr. Rasmussen. That is right. 

Senator Kennepy. May I just ask a question there? What kind of 
a police force is it where you have to hire private investigators who 
hire a policeman part time, so that, when you want to have someone 
apprehended for this sort of action, you have to pay him and he goes 
down and gets this policeman who then uses his position with the 
police department to take the man down to the station ? 

Mr. Rasmussen. This fellow that he had working for him was 
really an identification officer for the police department. 

Senator Kennepy. In other words, the reason he arrested him was 
not based on the investigation by the police department, but it was 
based on an investigation by a private investigator ? 

Mr. Rasmussen. That is right. 

Senator Kennepy. Does that not seem to you like an odd way to 
run a police force ? 

Mr. Rasmussen. It certainly does, to me. 

Senator Curtis. What city was this? 

Mr. Rasmussen. Nashville, Tenn. 

Senator McNamara. You were formerly an organizer for the team- 
sters union in Nashville? 

Mr. Rasmussen. Are you speaking to me, sir? 

Senator McNamara. Yes. 

Mr. Rasmussen. You have the wrong person. 

Senator McNamara, What is your name? 

Mr. Rasmussen. Wallace Rasmussen. What is your name, sir? 

Senator McNamara. I am Senator McNamara, from Michigan. You 
say you were not the district manager of the Beatrice Food Co., in 
Nashville, at the time of this first incident ? 

Mr. Rasmussen. That is right. 

Senator McNamara. When did you become the district manager ? 

Mr. Rasmussen. On June 1 of this year. 

Senator McNamara. Do you know the gentleman whose name I 
mentioned to you previously, Mr. Jesse Reeves ? 

Mr. Rasmussen. Yes, sir; I know Jesse Reeves very well; yes, sir. 

Senator McNamara. Apparently, I had the wrong sheet. You are 
presently the district manager, as I understand it. 

Mr. Rasmussen. Yes, sir. 

Senator McNamara. Whom did you contact in the police depart- 
ment about these things; the chief of police? 

Mr. Rasmussen. Sir, I called them on the telephone, and I don’t 
know whom I talked to. 

Senator McNamara. You do not know whom you talked to? 

Mr. Rasmussen. No. 
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Senator McNamara. You thought letting these people out on $50 
bond was not exactly right; is that right ? 

Mr. Rasmussen. I know they would not let me out on $50 bond in a 
similar case. 

Senator McNamara. So, you are suspicious that there is collusion 
between the police department and these people who are carrying on 
these improper activities ? 

Mr. Rasmussen. It would seem that way; yes. 

Senator McNamara. You never attempted to check with the chief 
of police or his superiors in Nashville? 

r. Rasmussen. No, sir. 

Senator McNamara. Is he appointed by the mayor with the setup 
there ? 

Mr. Rasmussen. Yes, sir. 

Senator McNamara. You never attempted to contact the mayor’s 
office about it ? 

Mr. Rasmussen. No. 

Senator McNamara. Do you have any explanation of that, since 
you were unsatisfied with the telephone conversation with the police 
department? Do you not have any explanation for not going further 
with it ? 

Mr. Rasmussen. From our experience, if you want to get some- 
thing done, you have got to get it done right away, and they were not 
doing anything or they had never come back after the first trip 
out there, and so it was our decision that we would at least get to 
the bottom of it and find out who did the job. 

Senator McNamara. You did this by hiring private agents ? 

Mr. Rasmussen. That is right. 

Senator McNamara. You made no attempt: to contact the police 
department, other than a telephone call ; is that right ? 

Mr. Rasmussen. That is right. 

Senator McNamara. That isall. 

The Cuatrman. Is there anything further ? 

Mr. Kennepy. How much did it cost you to make this private 
investigation of your own ¢ 

Mr. Rasmussen. Approximately $3,000. 

Mr. Kennepy. After that, did you have any damage done to any 
of your automobiles of your company ? 

Mr. Rasmussen. We had sirup and sugar put in the gas tanks of 
our trucks. 

Mr. Kennepy. How many trucks were involved ? 

Mr. Rasmussen. We had eight trucks that were mechanically dam- 
aged, and there were others that had sugar and sirup put in, but we 
caught them before the engines were started, and drained the tanks 
and washed them out. 

Mr. Krennepy. Was that reported to the police ? 

Mr. Rasmussen. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You did not report it ? 

Mr. Rasmussen. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Why not? 

Mr. Rasmussen. We felt it would do no good. 

_ Mr. Kennepy. Was it just the general feeling and general opinion 
im your city and around there that the police department would not 
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do anything even if you reported these acts of violence against your. 
self or your property / 

Mr. Rasmussen. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. It was just accepted, and was not worth while re- 
porting / 

Mr. Rasmussen. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you get any sworn statements at a later date 
as to those responsible for this ? 

Mr. Rasmussen. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you turn that over to the police? 

Mr. Rasmussen. They were turned over to the district attorney, or 
the attorney general. 

Mr. Kennepy. As I understand it, through your own investigative 
work again, you were able to find out who was responsible for some 
of these sirupings, is that correct ? 

Mr. Rasmussen. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. You got sworn statements regarding that ? 

Mr. Rasmussen. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you turned that over to the district attorney? 

Mr. Rasmussen. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was anybody ever arrested in connection with that! 

Mr. Rasmussen. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was anything ever done in connection with it? 

Mr. Rasmussen. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Even though you had the evidence and the informa- 
tion ? 

Mr. Rasmussen. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who was the district attorney at that time? 

Mr. Rasmussgn. Loser. 

Mr. Kennepy. Nothing was ever followed up on that? 

Mr. Rasmussen. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You never appeared before a grand jury ? 

Mr. Rasmussen. No, sir. 

Senator McNamara. I would like to ask the witness, do you still 
have the same police chief now that you had in those days? 

Mr. Rasmussen. I don’t believe so. I believe it is changed. 

Senator McNamara. You do not know? 

Mr. Rasmussen. No. 

Senator McNamara. You still have the same mayor? 

Mr. Rasmussen. No, sir. 

Senator McNamara. Do you have a new mayor ? 

Mr. Rasmussen. Yes, sir. 

Senator McNamara. Have conditions changed any? 

Mr. Rasmussen. I haven’t had anything to bring up, any occasion 
to find out if they have changed, sir. 

Senator McNamara. You are not familiar with what goes on, gen- 
erally, in the area, then ? 

Mr. Rasmussen. Well, no, not as far as that is concerned. 

Senator McNamara. As far as you know there has been no change? 

Mr. Rasmussen. No. 

Senator McNamara. That is all. 

The CHarrman. What I do not understand is this: You were 
already unionized, is that right? 

Mr. Rasmussen. That is correct. 
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The CHarrMan. What was the purpose of the teamsters trying to 
unionize you? 

Mr. Rasmussen. The teamsters, apparently, felt like the employees 
would like to have a different union in there, I guess. 

The Cuarrman. Did you select the first union for them? 

Mr. Rasmussen. No, sir. 

The Cuarrman. How did you come to sign a contract with the first 
union ¢ 

Mr. Rasmussen. By election of the people. 

The Cuarrman. In other words, they held an election ? 

Mr. Rasmussen. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And the majority voted for that union ? 

Mr. Rasmussen. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Is that correct? 

Mr. Rasmussen. That is correct. 

The Cuarrman. Therefore, you signed a contract with that union ? 

Mr. Rasmussen. That is right. 

The Cuatrman. How long had that been before the teamsters began 
bothering you? 

Mr. Rasmussen. I would say maybe a year. 

The Cuarrman. Some year before your plant had become unionized ? 

Mr. Rasmussen. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. And you were still under union contract with that 
union ? 

Mr. Rasmussen. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. What did the teamsters do? Ido not quite under- 
stand that. I thought when a shop was unionized it was unionized. 
Is this a kind of a jurisdictional issue or something ? 

Mr. Rasmussen. I would say so; yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. Do you have anything to do with that? 

Mr. Rasmussen. Did I? 

The CuarrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Rasmussen. No. 

The Cuarrman. The management would have nothing to do with 
that? 

Mr. Rasmussen. No, sir. 

The Cuarrman. The men that voted for the other union would have 
that ? 

Mr. Rasmussen. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrman. Was the teamsters union contesting that election? 

Mr. Rasmussen. The teamsters were contesting the validity of the 
contract that we had. 

The Cuarrman. Well now, in the election, when the men voted for 
this union—what is that union? 

Mr. Rasmussen. CIO Retail, and Wholesale Department Store 
Workers. 

The CuHarrman. When your men voted for that was there an issue 
or a contest between the teamsters union and that union at the time the 
men voted ? 

Mr. Rasmussen. No, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Was there a contest as between any other union and 
that union ? 

Mr. Rasmussen. No, sir. 
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The Cuamrman. The issue was whether they wanted to belong to 
@ union ¢ 

Mr. Rasmussen. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And to belong to that union only. 

Mr. Rasmussen. That is right. 

The Cuamman. And they voted that way, a majority of them? 

Mr. Rasmussen. That is right. 

The Cuatrman. And, therefore, you complied and you conformed, 

Mr. Rasmussen. That is right. 

The Cuatrman. And you say the teamsters were contesting the 
validity of that contract ? 

Mr. Rasmussen. That is right. 

The Cuamman. In what way? What was their objection? 

Mr. Rasmussen. That all of the employees were not members. 

The Cuatrman. All of them were not members ? 

Mr. Rasmussen. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. In that contract did the contract provide that only 
those who wanted to belong should belong ? 

Mr. Rasmussen. In the State of Tennessee, you don’t have to belong 
to a union. 

The Cuarrman. I understand, but in other words you could not 
make under the law of the State—I guess they have a right-to-work 
law and under that law you could not compel those who did not 
want a union to belong to it. 

Mr. Rasmussen. That is right. 

The Cuatrman. And so this all grew out of the teamsters takin 
issue or offense at a contract that did not compell all of them to joint 

Mr. Rasmussen. That is correct. 

(Members present at this point were Senators McClellan, Kennedy, 
McNamara, and Curtis.) 

The CHarrman. What were they trying to get you to do about it? 

Mr. Rasmussen. They wanted us to sign a contract with them 
covering the employees which were most of our drivers. 

The é HAIRMAN. Covering all of the employees and compelling them 
to join the union ? 

Mr. Rasmussen. Right. 

The CHarmrman. Had you consulted your attorney about it? 

Mr. Rasmussen. That is right. 

ira Cuareman. What did your attorney advise you with respect 
to this? 

Mr. Rasmussen. That we had a legitimate contract and that the 
contract we had was sufficient. 

The Caartrman. Did they make any threats against your plant, the 
teamsters, or anyone representing the teamsters¢ Did they make any 
threats to you or to the management ? 

Mr. Rasmussen. Not to me personally ; no, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Do you know of any threats they made before this 
violence occurred ? 

Mr. Rasmussen. No, sir. 

The Cuarrman. It just occurred ? 

Mr. Rasmussen. Right. 

The Cuarrman. You don’t know who committed the violence? 

Mr. Rasmussen. The violence on myself? Yes, sir; I know that. 
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The Carman. I know on yourself, but I am talking about the 
violence to the plant. 

Mr. Rasmussen. The sabotage of the trucks ? 

The CHarrmMan. Yes. 

Mr. Rasmussen. Yes, sir; we know who did it. 

The Cuarrman. You know who did it? 

Mr. Rasmussen. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And you turned that over to the prosecuting 
attorney ¢ 

Mr. Rasmussen. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Do you call him the district attorney ? 

Mr. Rasmussen. The State district attorney. 

The Cuarman. How long ago was that ? 

Mr. Rasmussen. In 1953, in August, approximately. 

The CHarrman,. 1953? 

Mr. Rasmussen. Right. 

The Cuarrman. I suppose the statute of limitations may have run 
against it before now ? 

Mr. Rasmussen. I expect that. 

The CuarrmMan. But you had positive proof? 

Mr. Rasmussen. Signed statements of witnesses. 

The CHarrman. Of whom? 

Mr. Rasmussen. Of people who collaborated with them to put sirup 
in the tanks. 

The Cuatrman. And no action was taken ? 

Mr. Rasmussen. That is right. 

The Carman. How much damage was done by reason of the 
sirup ? 

Mr. Rasmussen. Approximately $2,000. 

The Cuarrman. How much would have been done if you had not 
discovered some of it in time to prevent damage? 

Mr. Rasmussen. I would say twice that amount. 

The Cuatrman. In other words, by your alertness in discovering it, 
I do not know whether it was alertness or an accidental discovery, you 
saved about $2,000 in damages that would have occurred ? 

Mr. Rasmussen. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. Is there anything further ? 

Senator McNamara ? 

Senator McNamara. You mentioned a former employee that was 
involved in this negotiation. Did he then represent the teamsters 
union ? 

Mr. Rasmussen. Did he represent the teamsters union? Not to my 
knowledge. 

Senator McNamara. How did he enter into the negotiations in deal- 
ing with you in this matter ¢ 

Mr. Rasmussen. This former employee was the one that was stand- 
ing in the doorway when I had this assault. 

Senator McNamara. He was just standing in the doorway ? 

Mr. Rasmussen. Right. 

Senator McNamara. What was the nature of his leaving? Did you 
fire him, or did he quit? 

Mr. Rasmussen. Yes; he quit—no; he didn’t quit; we fired him. 

Senator McNamara. For what reason ? 
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Mr. Rasmussen. He was on a truck driving a truck for us; I don’t 
rememebr the exact reason why we let him go, but I believe it was 
because we were having trouble with some of them turning in their 
money, collections, and I think he was one of them we were having 
trouble with. 

Senator McNamara. Do you remember whether or not he was a 
member of the union ? 

Mr. Rasmussen. A member of the CIO, the union we had in the 
plant? I believe he was; yes, sir. 

Senator McNamara. He was one of those that chose to belong to the 
union ? 

Mr. Rasmussen. Right. 

Senator McNamara. That isall. 

Mr. Kennepy. I might just say in connection with that individual, 
he has been linked already in testimony to the siruping of trucks, and 
he has a police record with a number of arrests. 

The Cuarrmman. Is that the one that was discharged, Marston ? 

Mr. Rasmussen. Right; Bobby Marston. 

(At this point, Senator Kennedy withdrew from the hearing room.) 

The Cuarrman. Is there anything further? If not, thank you 
very much. 

Call the next witness. 

Mr. Kennupy. Mr. Jesse Reeves. 

(Present at this point were Senators McClellan, McNamara, and 
Curtis.) 

The Cuarrman. You do solemnly swear that the evidence you shall 
give before this Senate select committee shall be the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Reeves. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF JESSE REEVES 


The CHarrman. State your name, your place of residence, and your 
business or occupation. 

Mr. Reeves. My name is Jesse Reeves, I reside at 111 Dellway Drive, 
Nashville, Tenn. Iam an automobile salesman for Oak Motors, also 
of Nashville. 

The CuarrMan. Do you waive counsel ? 

Mr. Reeves. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Proceed, Mr. Kennedy. 

Mr. Kennepy. You were an organizer for the teamsters from 
August 1952 to January 1954; is that right ? 

Mr. Reeves. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. During that period of time were you making an 
effort to organize the drivers for the Beatrice Food Co. ? 

Mr. Regves. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you have a dispute or were you present during 
an altercation with Mr. Rasmussen of that company # 

Mr. Reeves. That is correct, sir. ; 

Mr. Kennepy. And this was while you were an organizer for the 
teamsters, yourself ? 

Mr. Reeves. That is right, sir. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Would you tell the committee the events that pre- 
ceded that and then whatever information you have regarding that 
matter ? 

Mr. Reeves. Well, we were in the process of organizing the em- 

loyees of Beatrice Foods, better known as Meadow Gold, I believe, 
in that area. They belonged to the CIO District 50, or local 761, or 
something of that sort. I was trying to organize them and take them 
away from this union and which I did, organize the people. We was 
in the process of trying to get the employer to go along with the fact 
that we should represent them as their bargaining agent at that time. 
I had a meeting with Mr. Rasmussen’s boss at that time—lI don’t recall 
the gentleman’s name—at 10 o’clock that morning, I believe it was, 
and he told me at that time that he did not want any part of the 
teamsters, that his employees had decided they did not want to join the 
teamsters and told me to get off of his premises and not come back. 

So, on my way out, I asked 1 or 2 of the employees who they thought 
was the one that enticed them to change their minds and they said 
that Mr. Rasmussen was the gentleman that did it. So I went across 
the street, opposite from the Beatrice Foods, and called Don Vestal. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Don Vestal was president of local 327? 

Mr. Reeves. That is correct, sir, and I told him at that time that 
the employer had ordered me off his premises and that they wanted 
no part of the teamsters at that time. So he asked me if I had 
knowledge of who was the instigator in having the employees change 
their mind. I told him that Mr. Rasmussen—the employees told me 
that Mr. Rasmussen was the gentleman that changed their minds. 
He said that he would have that situation taken care of, for me to just 
stay put. Well, some 30 or 35 minutes later I saw W. A. Smith come 
around the block, trying to find a place to park. The second time 
he came around he got out of the car in the middle of the heavy traffic 
and ran across the street and attacked Mr. Rasmussen, but I was on 
the opposite side of the street when the instance happened. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who was attacking him ? 

Mr. Reeves. W. A. Smith. 

Mr. Kennepy. And anybody else? 

Mr. Reeves. Well, [saw Bobby Marsten and Henry T. Monk. 

Mr. Kennepy. Henry T. Monk? 

Mr. Reeves. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. What was Henry T. Monk’s position ? 

Mr. Reeves. He didn’t have any position. 

Mr. Kennepy. He was just a member of the teamsters, of local 327 ? 

Mr. Reeves. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And he was the third person present ? 

Mr. Reeves. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. The only person you saw hitting Mr. Rasmussen was 
W. A. Smith? 

Mr. Reeves. That is correct. There were several automobiles and 
trucks that kept me from seeing clearly, but when Smitty got out of 
the automobile and ran across the street, of course, I followed him as 
near as I could with my eyesight and I did see him strike him. About 
5 minutes later, the police arrived. 

Mr. Kennepy. After Smith had hit him, he ran and got in this 
truck, is that right, or his car, and drove away ? 
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Mr. Reeves. I don’t know what automobile he got in, sir, but he 
did get in a car. 

Mr. Kennepy. He came out of the store, ran down the street, and 
got inacar? 

Mr. Reeves. As well as I could see, he attacked Mr. Rasmussen in 
the door of the office building. 

Mr. Kennepy. And after that took place, he ran out of there and 
got in the car and drove away ; is that right ? 

Mr. Reeves. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Subsequently the police came. Did you ever hear 
anything further about that? Were you ever interviewed by the 
police yourself ? 

Mr. Reeves. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. As I understand it, after this assault took place, 
there were some siruping of some trucks according to the previous 
witness. Do you know anything about that? 

Mr. Reeves. Yes; I do. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you participate in any of the sirupings? 

Mr. Reeves. I didn’t personally put any sirup in, but I was in the 
company of the gentlemen who did. 

Mr. Kennepy. Under whose instructions was that done? 

Mr. Reeves. That was Mr. Vestal’s instructions. All the instruc- 
tions came from Mr. Vestal. There wasn’t anything done unless he 
O. K.’d it. 

Mr. Kennepy. How was that done? 

Mr. Reeves. Well, we left the union office around 10: 30 or 11 and 
as I left town we purchased 17, 18, or 20 bottles of white Karo sirup. 

Mr. Kennepy. Out of some grocery store? 

Mr. Reeves. Not at one individual store. We didn’t want to be 
obvious. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who made the purchases ? 

Mr. Reeves. We all did, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And where did you get the money for the purchases? 
Mr. Reeves. I paid for it, sir, and the union reimbursed me the next 

ay. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who reimbursed you? 

Mr. Reeves. Edward Smith, secretary and treasurer of the teamsters. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did he know what the money was for? 

Mr. Reeves. I told him. 

Mr. Kennepy. So you purchased some 18 cans of sirup ? 

Mr. Reeves. Glass bottles, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did you do with them ? 

Mr. Reeves. Well, we got the information, where the trucks were 
being parked. They were out of town. The ones that I saw actually 
put in the tanks were at Columbia, Tenn. 

Mr. Kennepy. Columbia, Tenn. ? 

Mr. Reeves. We went from Columbia to Lawrenceburg, to Pulaski, 
Shelbyville, and Manchester. But I didn’t actually see any sirup put 
in any tanks other than in Columbia. 

Mr. Kennepy. But did your companions then get out of the car 
with the sirup in their hands to sirup the trucks? 

Mr. Reeves. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Kennepy. The only ones you actually saw being siruped were 
in Columbia, but the people in your car got out to sirup the other 
trucks; is that right? 

Mr. Reeves. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And by the time you returned home that night, was 
all the sirup gone? 

Mr. Reeves. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you make that report to Don Vestal ? 

Mr. Reeves. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Tell us the conversation you had with Mr. Vestal. 

Mr. Reeves. Well, he said, “We shall see what results this brings.” 

Mr. Kennepy. Did he ask you a question first ? 

Mr. Reeves. He asked us did we sirup the trucks, and I told him 
as far as I knew, yes, that I actually saw it put in two. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you tell him that all of it had been taken 
care of ? 

Mr. Reeves. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did he say to you? 

Mr. Reeves. He said, “We will see what results this brings.” 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you have any other conversations with him ? 

Mr. Reeves. I beg your pardon ? 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you have any other conversations with him? 

Mr. Reeves. Not at that time, sir. About 4 or 5 hours later, we 
didn’t get any reports on the results of it, and he said we didn’t do 
such a good job after all. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you participate in the siruping of any other 
trucks for any other company ? 

Mr. Reeves. No; I did not. 

Mr. Kennepy. That was the only company ? 

Mr. Reeves. That is right, sir. I didn’t approve of that at the be- 
ginning, but I was working for him and I was supposed to take orders. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you participate in any other act of violence or 
altercation which took place on the orders of Mr. Vestal or anybody 
else ? 

Mr. Reeves. Well, I didn’t actually participate in it. I had the 
Shelbyville Pure Milk Co. 

Mr. Kennepy. What is the name of that? 

Mr. Reeves. Shelbyville Pure Milk Co. That is a subsidiary of 
National Dairies. 

Mr. Kennepy. What happened there? 

Mr. Reeves. Well, I organized those people in the fall of 1953, and 
we wasn’t making any progress. The employer wanted to have an 
NLRB hearing and Mr. Vestal did not approve of that. He said, 
“We don’t need any NLRB to determine whether we have the major- 
ity of the people or not. We will determine that.” So, he instructed 
me to go to Shelbyville and get with the manager and tell him either 
he sign this agreement or recognize us as their bargaining agent or 
strike him, so I struck him. 

We was on strike for some 3 weeks. In the meantime, this instance 
occurred, that the employer was still delivering milk just the same as 
he was before. So, one afternoon he asked me what progress we 
were making and I said, “As far as we are ever going to get a contract 
there, it will never materialize.” He said, “Why ?” 

Mr. Kennepy. Who is “he” ? 
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Mr. Reeves. Mr. Vestal. He said, “Well, we better do aeaaoeal 
about this.” A man by the name of James Ivey was in the office 
that time, and he called myself and he in the office and said, “You an 
Big Ivey.” That is what everybody calls him and he is known as 
that 

Mr. Kennepy. Big Ivey? 

Mr. Reeves. “Big ‘Ivey with you in the morning.’ 

Mr. Kennepy. How big was he? 

Mr. Reeves. He weighed around 300, and was about 6 feet. He is 
a small giant, you might say. 

Senator Curtis. What was his speci: lty ? 

Mr. Reeves. He was a truckdriver, sir. He just stood around the 
hall when he wasn’t out. 

Mr. Kennepy. Go ahead. 

Mr. Reeves. So, he told me to carry Ivey with me the next morning. 
So, at 2 o’clock in the morning I picked him up, because we started 
the picket line at 4. About 3 ‘o'clock in the afternoon, the employer 
had these farmers riding these trucks with these people with shot- 
guns and rifles, and-they had been arguing pro and con across the 
os We were across the street at a service station, and the plant 

yas opposite this service station. The employees and the ones that 
were still delivering milk just kept arguing and carrying on with 
each other. Mr. Ivey got two of these drivers to finally consent to 

o with him after one of the trucks left the plant to make a delivery. 

0, he took my automobile and followed the truck with these two gents 
out to this supermarket. Some 30 minutes later, the police came down 
and was going to carry me to jail because I had promised there would 
not be any violence or any disturbance. I told them I had no knowl- 
edge of what had transpired. So, about 5 o’clock Mr. Vestal called 
me from Nashville and told me that everything was all right, that the 
mail had been delivered. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did he mean by “the mail had been delivered”? 

Mr. Reeves. That my car was at the office. 

Mr. Kennepy. That what? 

Mr. Reeves. That my automobile and Mr. Ivey had returned to 
Nashville. 

Mr. Kennepy. Why did you talk like that? 

Mr. Reeves. That was in case anybody was listening in or anything; 
they would not know what we were talking about. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you have instr uctions to talk in those terms? 

Mr. Reeves. That is right. We never said anything specific or 
called any names. 

Mr. Kennepy. From whom did you get those instructions? 

Mr. Reeves. Mr. Vestal. 

Mr. Kennepy. That you never were to say anything specific about 
what you were doing on the telephone? 

Mr. Reeves. Where we would be connected. 

Mr. Kennepy. With any of these acts that were taking place ? 

Mr. Reeves. That is true. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you learn what Big Ivey had done? 

Mr. Reeves. Well, he said 
Mr. Kennepy. Who is “he” ? 
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Mr. Reeves. Mr. Ivey—when he approached the supermarket, that 
these boys that were on the truck were in the process of entering the 
truck to take the milk out. One of them saw him as he started to get 
in the truck,and heran. I understand he threw a bottle at him. 

Mr. Kennepy. Heran? Whoran, and who threw the bottle? 

Mr. Reeves. I don’t know the gentleman’s name that was on the 
truck. One ofthe boys that was on the truck. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who threw the bottle? 

Mr. Reeves. Mr. Ivey threw the bottle. He did catch the boy that 
was up in the truck, and I understand through his conversation that he 
did a pretty good job of beating him up, because he did have to go to 
the local clinic. 

Mr. Kennepy. This is what Ivey told you; that he had beaten this 
other man up; threw the milk bottle at the first man and beat the sec- 
ond man up so that he had to be taken to the clinic; is that right ? 

Mr. Reeves. He did not know he had to be taken to the clinic. He 
heard the sirens coming. They weren’t too far from what the strike 
wason. He took off. He went through Murfreesboro, Lebanon, and 
back into Nashville. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you learn he was taken to the clinic? 

Mr. Reeves. Yes; I did. The chief of police at Shelbyville came 
down and told me of the instance that occurred. He said the man 
could have been killed. 

Mr. Kennepy. How were these acts of violence set up at the office of 
the teamsters? How did you go about handling them? Who made 
the arrangements. ? 

Mr. Reeves. Mr. Vestal was the man who did the arrangements. He 
told you what to do and what not to do. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was Mr. W. A. Smith sent out of that area into 
any other area ! 

Mr. Reeves. He was sent out of the area ; yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was he sent over to Knoxville on occasion ¢ 

Mr. Reeves. Yes; that is true. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you understand, after he was sent over there, 
that dynamiting or shootings occurred ¢ 

Mr. Reeves. ‘That is right, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was he also sent out of the State? 

Mr. Reeves. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was he also sent to New Jersey ? 

Mr. Reeves. He was sent to New Jersey once and sent to Florida 
once. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know anything about what happened in 
New Jersey 4 

Mr. Reeves. Well, I understand they participated in the war be- 
tween the AFL and CIO, and the teamsters were robbing the brewers, 
taking the brewers away from the present union they were in. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you understand there was violence in New Jersey 
when he was sent up there ? 

Mr. Reeves. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And he was sent to Florida. 

Mr. Reeves. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You understand there was some dynamiting down 
there, too ? 
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Mr. Reeves. I heard that. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know that? 

Mr. Reeves. No; I just heard that. 

Senator Curtis. From where would the orders be sent that he would 
go from Tennessee to New Jersey or Florida ? 

Mr. Reeves. Who would give the orders? Mr. Vestal would. 

Senator Curtis. Mr. Vestal is a local officer ¢ 

Mr. Reeves. He is president of local 327, in Nashville, of the team- 
sters. 

Senator Curtis. That local did not have any members or contracts 
in New Jersey or Florida, did it ? 

Mr. Reeves. Not to my knowledge; no, sir. 

Senator Curtis. How would he know that they wanted Smith? 

Mr. Reeves. Well, I suppose someone asked for him. 

Senator Curtis. Whodid? Do you know? 

Mr. Reeves. No; I don’t. That was strictly Mr. Vestal’s business. 
He did not let us know that. He may have told Smith, but he didn’t 
tell me. 

Senator Curtis. It would have to be someone in the head office 
of the teamsters union, would it not ? 

Mr. Reeves. Well, I assume so, sir; yes, sir. 

Senator McNamara. Mr. Chairman, I have a couple of questions. 

The CuarrMan. Senator McNamara. 

Senator McNamara. You were an organizer for the teamsters union 
how long? 

Mr. Reeves. About 18 months, sir. I am sorry I ever did that. 

Senator McNamara. Were you an international organizer ? 

Mr. Reeves. No, sir; I was on a local basis. I understand Ten- 
nessee Joint Council 87 was paying part of it and the teamsters were 
paying the other part. 

enator McNamara. You were a local organizer, not an interna- 
tional organizer ? 

Mr. Reeves. No, sir; I was not. 

Senator McNamara. Who hired you for that job? 

Mr. Reeves. Mr. Vestal hired me back in August; August 11, 1952, 
prior to the election in the same month. 

Senator McNamara. Were you previously a truckdriver? 

Mr. Reeves. No, sir; I was employed by the Nashville Pure Milk 
Co., a subsidiary ‘of National Dairies. I had worked there since 
1946 until 1952. 

Senator McNamara. You never were a truckdriver ? 

Mr. Reeves. I was a salesman for them, a route salesman. 

Senator McNamara. What was the result, or what was the ex- 
pected result of putting the sirup in the trucks ? 

Mr. Reeves. Well, I suppose that was revenge, sir. 

Senator McNamara. What is that? 

Mr. Reeves. Just to get revenge, I suppose. 

Senator McNamara. No; I mean what would be the effect if it was 
sucked up into the gasoline lines, through the fuel lines? 

Mr. Reeves. After the motor got hot, if they shut the engine off, it 
would lock up. It would costa lot to fix it up. 

Senator McNamara. Did these people put it in the gas tank? 

Mr. Reeves. I can only vouch for two, sir. 
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Senator McNamara. They put it in the tank; took the caps off the 
tanks and put it in there? 

Mr. Reeves. They had saddle tanks. They did; yes. 

Senator McNamara. They put it right in the gas tank ? 

Mr. Reeves. Yes. 

Senator McNamara. Theoretically, it would go up into the fuel 
pump and gum it up so it wouldn’t work ¢ 

Mr. Reeves. That is right. That is what Mr. Vestal said it did. 

Senator McNamara. When you were employed by the teamsters, do 

ou know how many members, what percentage of the employees, were 
CIO and what percent were nonunion in this plant that you were 
attempting to organize ¢ 

Mr. Reeves. No, sir; I don’t. I know that there were some that 
didn’t belong to the union at all. 

Senator McNamara. Do you think it is a substantial number or just 
a few / 

Mr. Reeves. Just a few, sir. 

Senator McNamara. This former employee of the company, Mr. 
Marston, was he working with you at this time this previous witness 

was beaten up ¢ 

Mr. Reeves. Was he working with me? Indirectly, no. He 
there. He wasn’t working. He wasn’t on the payroll. He just was 
present. 

Senator McNamara. He was a member of the CIO union. What 
was his interest in the teamsters ? 

Mr. Reeves. Well, he had a personal issue with Mr. Rasmussen, is 
my understanding. "He wanted to get even with him for firing him, 
or however he got ; dismissed. 

Senator McNamara. But he had no connection with the teamsters 
union ¢ 

Mr. Reeves. Not at all, sir. 

Senator McNamara. Was your union under trusteeship at this time? 

Mr. Reeves. The union was under trusteeship until August 27, 1952 

Senator McNamara. At this time, they were not? 

Mr. Reeves. No, not at this time, no. 

Senator McNamara. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Kennepy. Senator Curtis, in connection with your question, we 
had some testimony the other day regarding the telephone call that wa 
made from a local down in Jackson, Miss. I do not believe this 
witness has any information about it. But fs was a telephone call 
from the teamsters local in Jackson, Miss., asking for some help, and 
then the appearance of W. A. Smith down in that local, participating 
in the picket lines and then the two dynamitings that followed. 

The CuHarrman. Let me ask you about Smith. We have had con- 
siderable testimony here, some direct and some circumstantial. Ap- 
parently they were trying to organize and decided to use violence and 
they sent for Smith. That seems to be the pattern. 

Mr. Reeves. That would be my assumption, sir; yes. 

The CuamrMan. That seems to be the pattern from other testimony. 

Mr. Reeves. Yes; that is true. 

The CHairman. Did you know him as a man or is he regarded as 
aman who committed the violence in these instances? I mean when 
there was trouble called for, he was sent out, and violence apparently 
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always occurred, as far as I can determine from the testimony. At 
least in many instances violence immediately occurred. Was he kept 
or used for that particular purpose? Was that his job, just goon 
activity ¢ 

Mr. Reeves. His title, sir, was business representative. I guess 
they could use him any share they wanted. He was that ty pe of guy 
that if he wanted to do it, he would do it; yes, sir. In my opinion, he 
had no moral thought for the human at all if he stood in his w ay to 
get what he wanted. 

The Cuairman. Do you know of him dynamiting any place? 

Mr. REEVES. No, sir; I do not. I have no knowledge of that. 

The Cuatrman. Did he ever tell you about dynamiting ! ¢ 

Mr. Reeves. He was very skeptical, sir, of having anything to say 
about that, about anything that he might have participated in. 

The Cramman. He told you nothing about any shootings ? 

Mr. Reeves. No, sir; he did not. 

The CHatrman. Do you remember the occasion when he got shot 
himself ¢ 

Mr. Reeves. Sir, I was not working with him at that time. I am 

glad to say I was out of that outfit. 

The CuarmMan. Why are you glad to say you were out of that out- 
fit ? 

Mr. Reeves. Because, I will tell you, my standards are not that low. 
I want to make apology to all the employers and people that was in- 
volved at the time that I did participate in it. It wasn’t my idea at 
all. 

The CuHarrmman. It was not your idea, but you were under orders 
and you undertook to carry out orders? 

Mr. Reeves. It was either that or else. I lost 8 years seniority with 
the Nashville Pure Milk Co. He let my leave of absence run out. 
When he fired me, I went back to get my job, and Mr. Woodruff, the 
route superintendent, told me that he could not use me any longer be- 
cause I had no seniority. 

The Cuatrman. Why did he fire you? 

Mr. Reeves. Vestal? Because I would not do what he wanted 
done. He said I was soft. 

The CuarrMan. You were soft? 

Mr. Reeves. Yes. If I did not beat somebody up once a month—— 

The CHatrMAN. You were not enthusiastic about committing 
crimes ? 

Mr. Reeves. I don’t believe in that. A local does not have to do 
that to be a union. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Mr. Kennepy. You did it for yourself for a while; did you not? 

Mr. Reeves. I beg your pardon ¢ 

Mr. Kennepy. You did it yourself for a while? 

Mr. Reeves. Did what? 

Mr. eee: Participated in unlawful acts. 

Mr. Reeves. I did twice, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. On the pouring of the sirup, I believe I failed to ask 
you who you were driving around in your car. 

Mr. Rerves. Bobby Marston and Henry Monk. 

Mr. Kennepy. They were the ones who would get out with the 
sirup and pour it in? 
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Mr. Reeves. They were supposed to have, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. They got out with the sirup and they got back in 
without it; did they not ? 

Mr. Reeves. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Those are the same two fellows that beat—well, 
that is right. What reason did Mr. Vestal give for firing you? 

Mr. Reeves. As I stated before, he said I was soft, that he did not 
need anyone that handled employers with kid gloves. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Thank you very much. The committee will stand 
in recess until 2 o’clock. 

(Members present at the taking of the recess were Senators Mc- 
Clellan, McNamara, and Curtis. ) 

(Whereupon at 15:25 p. m., a recess was taken until 2 p. m., the 
same day.) 


AFTERNOON SESSION 


The CHarrMan. The committee will be in order. 

(Members of the committee present at the convening of the session 

ere Senators McClellan, Ives, McNamara, and Curtis.) 

The Carman. All right, Mr. Kennedy, call the next witness. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Enos Reed. 

The Cuairman. Do you solemnly swear that the evidence you give 
before this Senate select committee shall be the truth, the whole truth, 
and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Reep. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF ENOS REED 


The CuarrMan. State your name, your place of residence, and your 
business or occupation. 

Mr. Reep. My name is Enos Reed, and my address is 183 Higgins 
Drive, Nashville, Tenn., and I am in the wholesale beer business. 

The CuarrMan. Do you waive counsel, Mr. Reed ? 

Mr. Reep. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Reed, you are a partner in the Ajax Beer Dis- 
tributors ? 

Mr. Reep. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And that is a company operating out of Nashville, 
Tenn. ; is that right ? 

Mr. Reep. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You had a number of different drivers?) How many 
drivers did you have ? 

Mr. Reep. I have 13. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now you were approached in June of 1954 by repre- 
sentatives of the teamsters union to sign a contract with the te: umsters # 

Mr. Reep. Yes, sir; after they had w: walked out. 

Mr. Kennepy. After your drivers had walked out ? 

Mr. Reep. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And what position did you take at that time with 
the teamsters union ? 

Mr. Reep. I was called on June 4, about 7 o’clock in the morning. 
One of the salesmen told me to come on down to the office, that our 
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drivers had walked out. When I got there, all of the salesmen were 
assembled in the salesroom there, and when I walked in, 2 of the 
officials of the teamsters union came in and there was a dispute over a 
driver that 1 of the salesmen had fired, who had been working there 
2 weeks. 

He said he hired him on a trial basis and he wasn’t any good, and 
they asked me if I would put him back to work, and I said No.” So 
they said they wanted to talk to me in private. I said, “Gentlemen, 
anything you have to say, you can say it in front of the salesmen.” 

Mr. Kennepy. The two business agents so we can identify them, 
one was Red Vaughn, and the other was s W. A. Smith? 

Mr. Reep. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. All right. 

Mr. Reep. They wanted to know if I would recognize the teamsters 
union for my drivers. They said that they had a majority of them 
signed up. 

I said, “Well, gentlemen, you tell me you have a majority of them 
signed up. I don’t know whether you have or not. Let us have an 
election with the NLRB and see if they want to join a union.” 

When I told them that, they said, “Hell, no,” and they went out the 
the front door and slammed the door so hard they broke the glass out 
of it. 

Mr. Kennepy. And the picketing took place. 

Mr. Reep. The picketing was already going on. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were there a number of acts of violence that fol- 
lowed that ? 

Mr. Reep. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You had your tires slashed, of the automobiles? 

Mr. Reep. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Some of the salesmen ? 

Mr. Reep. Two of the salesmen’s cars, they slashed the tires on them. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was that incident reported to the police department? 

Mr. Reep. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were your drivers followed when they left their 
place of business ? 

Mr. Reep. Yes, sir; they were followed, and picketed at every place 
they stopped. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were they also run off the side of the road? Did 
that happen, on occasion ¢ 

Mr. Reep. Well, on one occasion. 

Mr. Kennepy. That happened to one of your drivers ? 

Mr. Reep. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were any of your drivers beaten up ? 

Mr. Reep. They were beaten up, and they refused to show up the 
next morning, and they would be beaten up at night. In fact, they 
run one off the truck, and the last time the salesman saw him he was 
2 blocks down the street, running. 

Mr. Kennepy. What happened, again ? 

Mr. Reep. They run one of them off the truck, out on the route. 

Mr. Kennepy. How many of the drivers were beaten up ? 

Mr. Reep. Well, two was all I can recall now, and they were tempo- 
rary drivers that I had hired after these men had walked out. 

Mr. Kennepy. They refused to come back to work after they were 
beaten ? 
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Mr. Reep. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you had the windshield of one of your trucks 
smashed in ? 

Mr. Reep. They threw a rock through the windshild of my car. 

Mr. Kennepy. What about the windshields of any of your trucks? 
Did that happen, or just your car? 

Mr. Rrep. No; some of the windshields were broken in the blast, 
that is all. 

Mr. Kennepy. In the what? 

Mr. Reep. When they had the blast and blew the place up. 

Mr. Kennepy. I will come to that in a second. 

The home of one of your salesmen was set on fire ? 

Mr. Reep. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And was the house practically destroyed ? 

Mr. Reep. It was destroyed inside; yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. It was destroyed inside. Do you know how much 
the loss was there ? 

Mr. Reep. No, sir; I don’t. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then your warehouse, did that catch on fire? 

Mr. Reep. Well, that was several months later ; yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. What happened? That was the warehouse. 

Mr. Reep. Yes, sir; and someone piled some trash against the ware- 
house there and set it afire. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was there much damage? 

Mr. Reep. No, sir; it was set afire after the last man left, in the 
evening, and he forgot something. And he went back, and he saw 
the smoke, and he called the fire department which is only a block 
up the street, and there was very little damage. 

Mr. Kennepy. There was no question that the fire had been set? 
Is that right, and it wasn’t just a faulty wiring or anything like that? 

Mr. Reep. It could not have been a faulty wiring. 

Mr. Kennepy. There was material against the side of your 
building ? 

Mr. Reep. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And that had been placed on fire; is that right ? 

Mr. Reep. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. When did that occur, approximately ? 

Mr. Reep. Well, that was in July, I believe, July or August. 

Mr. Kennepy. But that was put out before there was any extensive 
damage? 

Mr. Reep. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you also have a dynamiting that took place? 

Mr. Reep. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Krennepy. What happened there? 

Mr. Reep. Well, I had a night watchman that I had hired after 
they went on strike, and I had just let him go on the Thursday night 
and the police department called me at 4 o’clock Monday morning, 
and told me my place had been blown up. 

_ Mr. Kennepy. They found dynamite there, did they? They learned 
it was by dynamite? 

Mr. Rerp. Yes, sir, they knew it was by dynamite. 

Mr. Kennepy. That was on June 26, 1954? 

Mr. Reep. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Kennepy. What was the damage / 

Mr. Reep. Well, the damage amounted to around $6,000 in mer- 
chandise and damage to the building. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman: That is the dynamiting that Mrs. 
Freels testified about when she appeared before the committee last 
week. That Mr. Smith came back to the office and they were talk- 
ing and laughing about the dynamiting that had occurred, and she 
expressed the fear that maybe one of them would be caught and 
they said, “We were driving away and driving down the road just 
like anyone else and they could never have pinned anything on us.” 

Did you go to the police regarding all of these matters ¢ 

Mr. Reep. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were they able to make any arrests in connection 
with it? 

Mr. Reep. Not to my knowledge. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did they express, or did anybody express to you 
their policy as far as labor disputes were concerned / 

Mr. Reep. I don’t understand what you say. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did anybody from the police department or the 
sheriff’s office express to you the policy or tell you what the policy 
of their respective offices were 4 

Mr. Reep. They felt it was someone, either in the union or some- 
one they had hired to do this job and maybe from out of town. They 
expressed the belief that it was someone that had been brought in 
there that no one knew about or did not know personally in Nashville. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you feel it was connected with the labor dis- 
pute, all of this violence ? 

Mr. Reep. I personally did, yes, because we never had any trouble 
with anyone and I don’t know of any enemy I have in Nashville. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did any of the police officers or officers from the 
sheriff’s office say to you that they would not investigate this matter 
or could not. look into it because it was a labor dispute ? 

Mr. Reep. The only statement made in regard to that was by the 
late Tom Cartwright, the sheriff at that time, that he was going to 
keep hands off of the matter, that he felt like it was a policeman’s 
duty, or city police duty. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did he say anything about it being a labor dispute? 

Mr. Resp. No; not that I remember at that time. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did he at any time? 

Mr. Reep. I can’t recall that. 

Mr. Kennepy. Nobody ever said anything to you about keeping 
hands off policy because it was a labor dispute ? 

Mr. Reep. No. 

Mr. Kennepy. They did not? 

Mr. Reep. I did not feel like I got the protection I should have. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is all? There were no arrests made? 

Mr. Reep. I want to correct one thing there. When they threw 
that brick through my windshield, one of the boys that were picketing 
was arrested and fined for that. 

The Cuatrman. One of the boys that was picketing ? 
Mr. Reep. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Kennepy. That was Red Vaughn. 
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Mr. Reep. No, sir; it was just one of the pickets. 

Mr. Kennepy. Up here on No. 102, we have on June 15 

Mr. Reep. That was a fight that occurred down there between one 

of my salesmen and Red Vaughn. They arrested both of them and 
they turned my salesman loose : and fined Red Vaughn $25. 

Senator Curris. How many drivers did you say you had? 

Mr. Reep. Thirteen. 

Senator Curtis. Well, now, when Red Vaughn and W. A. Smith 
visited you on June 4, 1954 , they s said that they had a majority of your 
men signed up. 

Mr. Reep. Yes, sir. 

Senator Curtis. How many did they have signed up ¢ 

Mr. Reep. They wouldn’t show me the list and L didn’t know. I 
asked’ them to have an election and they wouldn’t do it. 

Senator Curtis. Do you have any idea how many they had signed 
up? 

Mr. Reep. No, sir; I don’t. I know several of them were scared 
and they scared them and they wouldn’t appear to work and they were 
even made to walk the picket line. 

That is the word that came to me, the man told me later and a 
month or two later they were all back to work anyway. 

Senator Curtis. Did you ever sign up with the teamsters union ? 

Mr. Reep. No, sir. 

Senator Curris. And these workers are back and apparently satis- 
fied not to do so? 

Mr. Reep. Yes, sir. 

Senator Curtis. Were any of their families or wives threatened or 
intimidated, that you know of ? 

Mr. Reep. Not as far as the salesmen were concerned. 

Senator Curtis. I mean the drivers. 

Mr. Reep. I don’t know. Most of them were colored. 

Senator Curtis. But you felt they were unwilling picketers ? 

Mr. Reep. Yes, sir. 

Senator Curtis. What was the name of the salesman whose home 
was set fire to ? 

Mr. Reep. William Brinkley. 

Senator Curtis. Do pee know how much damage it was? 

Mr. Reep. No, sir; I don’t know the amount. He had to have the 
whole thing refinished and it ruined the furniture. 

Senator Curtis. Do you know why his home was singled out for 
burning ? 

Mr. Reep. Well, he had a run-in with some of them picketing his 
truck while he was out on the route 2 or 3 times and I think if it was 
burned by the union or any member of the union, that was probably 
the reason for it. Of course, we don’t know that. 

Senator Curtis. He was one of the men they were trying to get into 
the union ? 

Mr. Reep. No, sir. That isasalesman. I have two men on a truck, 
a driver—a colored boy is a driver—and a salesman who sells the beer 
and collects for it and the driver brings it in. 

Senator Curtis. And he had some clash with the people who were 
following his truck ? 

Mr. Reep. Yes, sir. 
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Senator Curtis. And so then his home was set fire to. Was anyone 
home at the time / 

Mr. Reep. No, sir; they were at a friend’s house at a party. 

Senator Curtis. Was there police investigation of that ? 

Mr. Reep. Yes, sir. 

Senator Curtis. What happened ? 

Mr. Reep. Nothing, they never did find anything. 

Senator Curtis. Did they ever pick up anyone and detain them and 
question them about that ? 

Mr. Reep. Not to my knowledge. 

Senator Curtis. In connection with any of these offenses, was anyone 
ever picked up and questioned and investigated in that manner? 

Mr. Reep. In regard to the dynamiting, you mean 4 

Senator Curtis. Yes, any and all of these offenses. 

Mr. Reep. The only ones who were picked up was when these two 
fellows had a fight, my salesman had a fight with Ray Vaughn and 
they were arrested. One of the men saw the colored boy throw the 
rock through my windshield and that is the only two arrests that I 
know of. 

Senator Curtis. The only response you would get from reporting to 
the police is that they would come around once, and appear to look a 
little bit and not find anything and you never heard about it again? 

Mr. Reep. They assigned two detectives to that case and they were 
out there nearly every day, i in and out, and they were inv estigating. 

They said they felt like they knew who did it, but they didn’t have 
the proof, and they wouldn’t tell me who they thought did it. 

Senator Curtis. They never picked them up ? 

Mr. Reep. No, sir. 

Senator Curtis. That is all. 

Senator McNamara. In 1953 when you were having this trouble, 
you contacted the sheriff’s office and was your plant located in Nash- 
ville ? 

Mr. Reep. Yes, sir. 

Senator McNamara. You did not contact the local police depart- 
ment ? 

Mr. Reep. Oh, yes, sir. The police were the first ones there. 

Senator McNamara. Who did you contact in the police department? 

Mr. Reep. Martin Stevenson in the office and, of course, I just talked 
to the desk sergeant and he sent a car right out. 

Senator McNamara. Do you know his name ? 

Mr. Reep. No, I don’t; he takes all of the calls. 

Senator McNamara. He assigned a couple of detectives from the city 
police force ? 

Mr. Rerep. To investigate ; yes, sir. 

Senator McNamara. And the investigation led nowhere? 

Mr. Reep. Yes, sir. 

Senator McNamara. Were you satisfied they made a thorough in- 
vestigation or not? I ask you this because of some of the previous 
testimony. 

Mr. Reep. I am not actually in a position to say because I was not 
with them and I don’t know what they actually did. 

Senator McNamara. You are in no position to judge whether or not 
they made a complete investigation ? 
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Mr. Reep. No; they were very nice to me in a lot of matters. - You 
see, I happened ‘to be within a block of their garage and where car 
No. 1 and car No. 2 territory meets and they are by there every hour 
of the day in one car or the other, you see. If anybody wants to do 
anything, they are watching that anyway. 

Senator McNamara. You still have the same number of employees, 
about 13 ¢ 

Mr. Reep. Yes, sir. 

Senator McNamara. Drivers? 

Mr. Rerep. I have a few more. 

Senator McNamara. You still operate a driver and a salesman 
working as a team ? 

Mr. Rerp. Yes, sir. 

Senator McNamara. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. All right, call the next witness. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Frank J. Allen. 

The Cuarrman. You do solemnly swear that the evidence you shall 
give before this Senate select committee shall be the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Auten. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF FRANK J. ALLEN 


The CuarrMan. State your name, your place of residence, and your 
business or occupation. 

Mr. Auten. Frank J. Allen, 2024 Ellsworth Drive, Nashville, Tenn., 
and I am not occupied at the present time. 

The CHatrrmMan. What is your former employment? 

Mr. Auten. Hayes Freight Lines. 

The Cuatrman. In what capacity ¢ 

Mr. Auten. As terminal manager. 

The Cuatrrman. As what? 

Mr. Atten. Terminal manager. 

The Cuarrman. Do you waive counsel ? 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Proceed, Mr. Kennedy. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, this is a witness who will testify to 
a beating and we will have three witnesses, including this one on this 
particular matter. He is the first of three witnesses. Mr. Allen, 

rior to July of 1956, you were terminal manager for the Terminal 
sd Co.? 

Mr. AtuEeN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Krennepy. In Nashville; is that right? 

Mr. AtuEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Their main offices were in Atlanta, Ga. ? 

Mr. Auten. That is correct. 

Mr. Krennepy. And you held the same position during 1955. 

Mr. Auten. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, in performing your duties, did you have some 
conversations with Mr. W. A. Smith of local 327 in Nashville? 

Mr. Auten. Yes, sir; Mr. Smith was the business agent assigned to 
our terminal at that time. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Prior to April 5, 1955, did you have a dispute or did 
Mr. W. A. Smith raise a question of the policy of the company with 
you? 

Mr. Auten. Yes; in regard to the way—not the way but the people 
that we worked. 

Mr. Kennepy. Would you explain that to the committee ? 

Mr. Atten. The company found it was necesssary to employ part- 
time drivers in order to take care of the business over the weekends, 
These drivers, some of them, came through the union hall and some 
of the drivers we hired direct. They were not the regular employees 
of the company, but drivers who we worked 1 or 2 days during the 
week. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you have a question raised by Mr. Smith, a ques- 
tion raised with you regarding one of these drivers that you hired? 

Mr. Auten. Yes; previous to the weekend, Mr. Smith told us not 
to run a driver, I believe his name was Mays over the weekend. As 
I understand it, he was not a union member at that time and he sug- 
gested some drivers that we should run. 

Mr. Kennepy. He was making the suggestion as to what drivers you 
should hire and what drivers you should use; is that right ? 

Mr. Auten. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then he came in to see you on April 5, 1955. 

Mr. Aten. I think that is the date. 

Mr. KENNEDY. He came into your office ? 

Mr. Auten. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you had aconversation with him at that time? 

Mr. Auten. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Will you relate what you discussed in general 
terms ? 

Mr. Auten. Mr. Smith and the road driver, another Mr. Smith, 
A. B. Smith, who was a stewart at the time, came into the office to 
discuss the weekend operation and also any grievances that might 
have arisen. Mr. Davis and Mr. Smart were in the office at the time. 
We discussed some few minutes about our method of dispatch over 
the weekend and some driver had some complaint about the way he 
wasrun. We discussed that for a few minutes and then Smith asked 
if we had run this driver Mays over the weekend. I am not sure 
whether I answered him or Mr. Davis answered him, but the answer 

vas, “Yes; wedid run Mr. Mays.” 

Mr. Kennepy. You told him that you had run him? 

Mr. Auten. Yes,sir. There was just a minute of conversation after 
that and Mr. Smith and the road steward got up to go out of the room, 
out of the door, and I thought that they were leaving at that time and 
I stood up at my desk and was looking at some papers on the desk 
and then I looked up and Mr. Smith, W. A. Smith, was right in front 
of me. He said something to the effect, “Take your hand ‘out of your 
pocket,” and then he hit me across the face. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then did he continue to hit you? 

Mr. Auten. Yes; the first blow knocked me—I didn’t know too 
much what I was doing. 

Mr. Kennepy. Senseless? 

Mr. ALLEN. Senseless, in a manner, yes; and he continued to hit me. 
I was trying to avoid the blows. 
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Mr. Krennepy. He continued to hit you around the face and the 
body ¢ 

Mr. AtLEN. Around the face. 

Mr. Kennepy. And finally finished and left; is that right ¢ 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes. 

The CuarrMAn. What condition were you in when he left? 

Mr. Auten. I was in pretty bad shape. My nose was bleeding. He 
struck me across the side of the face and the nose, and I was bleeding 
from a cut over my eye. I was very dizzy and sick at my stomach. 

The Cuairman. Did you have to go to a hospital ? 

Mr. Auuen. At that time I went to a clinic. The doctor sewed my 
eye—above my eye—and then later on that afternoon I went to a hos- 
pital. I was X-rayed, and there were several bones broken. My nose 
was broken on that side. I stayed in the hospital about 1 week. 

The Cuarrman. Do you know whether he hit you with anything 
other than his fists? 

Mr. Auten. No; I do not know for sure. 

Mr. Kennepy. There were some witnesses to the beating, were there 
not—some people there who observed the beating ? 

Mr. Auten. Yes. Mr. Davis, the chief dispatcher, and Mr. Smart, 
the clerk in the office. 


Mr. Krennepy. Did you decide to press charges on that against Mr. 
Smith ? 

Mr. Auten. Did I decide to? No; at the time that it happened, 
after I went to the hospital, I t: ulked to my lawyer, and he didn’ t think 
there would be much use of pressing charges, because previous to this 
there had been nothing much done, ‘only a small fine or something of 
that kind, in cases of this kind. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did Mr. Joseph Katz, the president of the company, 
come down to see you ¢ 

Mr. Aten. Yes; he did. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did he recommend that you press charges ? 

Mr. Auten. Yes; he did. 

Mr. Kennepy. Therefore, you reconsidered and decided to press 
charges ? 

Mr. Auten. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you had these two witnesses plus yourself who 
could identify Mr. W. A. Smith as the assailant; is that right? 

Mr. Atien. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. So you decided to go ahead. Was Mr. Smith 
indicted ¢ 

Mr. Atiten. Yes; he was. 

Mr. Kennepy. Indicted on a charge of assault with intent to commit 
murder ? 

Mr. Aten. I am not sure 

Mr. Kennepy. I believe that is the way the indictment reads. 

Mr. Auuen. It was assault, but I am not sure whether it was to 
commit murder or not. 

Mr. Kennepy. Or assault with intent to kill? Do you know which 
it was ? 

Mr. Atten. No; Iam not sure. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, that is how the indictment. read. 
I believe it was No. 91, assault with intent to kill. 
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The CHarrMan. Well, he was indicted for what he did do. 

Mr. AtuEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. That was because of Mr. Katz’ coming up from 
Atlanta, Ga.? He came to see you and said he wanted the case 
pressed ; is that right ? 

Mr. Auten. He asked me to press it; yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you appeared before the grand jury and these 
other gentlemen appeared before the grand jury, and Mr. W. A. Smith 

was indicted ? 

Mr. Auten. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did the case ever go through? Did you ever appear 
in any trial? 

Mr. Auten. No; I didn’t. 

Mr. Kennepy. You withdrew the charges? 

Mr. Aten. I withdrew the charges. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you have a further conversation with Mr. Katz, 
the president of the company ? 

Mr. Atuen. Yes; I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. Will you tell the committee what happened at that 
time? 

Mr. Auten. Mr. Katz asked me to withdraw the charges, and I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did he explain to you why ? 

Mr. Auten. No; he didn’t explain to me why, and I assumed that 
it was to possibly get along with the union better if we didn’t press 
the charges. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did he tell you that he had had any conversation 
with Mr. San Soucie of Indianapolis? 

Mr. AtueNn. No, sir; he didn’t. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did he tell you he had a conversation with Mr. 
Hoffa regarding this, prior to asking you to withdraw the charges ? 

Mr. AuLEN. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did he tell you that his representative had a con- 
versation with Mr. Dusty Miller about withdrawing the charges ? 

Mr. Auten. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did he tell you when he asked you to with- 
draw the charges, after you had decided, at his suggestion, to press 
the charges originally? Did he precede the remarks by making any 
statement ? 

Mr. Attien. Well, he did make the statement that it was a very 
hard thing for him to do, to ask me to drop the charges. 

Mr. Kennepy. But he didn’t give any reason bey ond that? 

Mr. Auten. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You just understood it was in order to get along 
with the union ? 

Mr. Aten. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were most of the employees of your company in 
favor of you pressing the charges? 

Mr. Atiten. That I don’t know, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was that the request of Mr. Katz, that you with- 
draw the charges? 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes; he asked me to. 

Senator Curtis. Mr. Chairman ? 

The CHarrman. Senator Curtis. 
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Senator Curtis. How did you go about to withdraw these charges! 
Did you go to the prosecutor’s office, or what did you do? 

Mr. Auten. I went to the court when the case was called for trial, 
when it came up for trial. I went to the court and asked the court 
to drop the charges. 

Senator Curtis. Did you have a conversation with the prosecutor 
before the court convened ? 

Mr. Auten. The attorney general? 

Senator Curtis. Yes. 

Mr. AttEeN. No, sir; I never talked to the attorney general. 

Senator Curtis. You just went in on your own and when the case 
was called you got up and said you were dropping the charges? 

Mr. Auten. That is correct. 

Senator Curtis. Did they know you were going to do that? 

Mr. Auten. I don’t know, sir. Well, possibly so. The attorney, 
my attorney, I had talked to him before, a me of days before, I 
believe, and told him that I wished to drop the charges. He was 
assisting in the prosecution. 

Senator Curtis. As a private lawyer? He wasn’t an assistant 
attorney general ? 

Mr. Auten. No, sir. He was a private lawyer. 

Senator Curtis. What judge presided over that court ? 

Mr. Auten. Judge Gilbert. 

Senator Curtis. Did he make any comments when you announced 
that you were dropping serious charges like this? 

Mr. Auten. Yes; he did. 

Senator Curtis. What did he say ? 

Mr. Aten. He gave me quite a dressing down for making the 
charge and then withdrawing it. 

Senator Curtis. What was he mad about? Because you made it or 
because you dropped it ? 

Mr. Aten. Because I dropped it. 

Senator Curtis. Did he say anything to the prosecutor for per- 
mitting it to be dropped ? 

Mr. Auten. I don’t remember him saying anything to the prose- 
cutors. 

Senator Curtis. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. What had you done to get this beating ? 

Mr. Atten. Nothing that I know of, sir. 

The Crarrman. What was his complaint against you? As I 
understood, you had sent somebody out to work at this spare-time job. 

Mr. Auten. That was his complaint, that I hadn’t worked the man 
that he had recommended, and I had worked the man that he asked 
me not to. 

The Cuairman. Were they unionmen ? 

Mr. Auien. The one that I worked was nonunion at that time. I 
understand he joined the union later on. 

The Cuarrman. And the one that he recommended was a unionman ? 

Mr. Auten. Yes. 

The Cuarrman. That is why he beat you up? 

Mr. Auten. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Was your plant organized at that time ? 

Mr. Auten. Yes; it was. 
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The Cuarrman. It was organized at that time ? 

Mr. AuLEN. Yes. 

The Cuatrman. So your sin, the offense you committed, was send- 
ing out a nonunion driver on the truck ? 

Mr. Auten. That isr ight, sir. 

The Cuarmman. And for that you got this beating ? 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes. 

The Cuamrman. When did you quit the employ of this company? 

Mr. AtxEN. I believe in July of 1956. 

The CHarrMan. You haven’t worked since ? 

Mr. AtxeNn. Yes, sir; 1 worked for Hayes Freight Lines. 

The Cuamman. You worked for Hayes Freight Lines ? 

Mr. Auten. Yes, sir. 

The CuHarrMan. I guess you didn’t put on any nonunion truck- 
drivers any more after that; did you? 

Mr. Aten. Yes, sir; I did. 

The Cuarrman. You did ? 

Mr. Auten. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. You were taking a pretty big risk; were you not? 

Mr. Auten. Well, I would have been more prepared for anything 
of this kind after that. 

The Cuatrman. You made a little preparation ? 

Mr. Auten. Well, in my mind I would have been more watchful 
about who I was talking about and who I would turn my back on. 

The Cuarrman. Did he ever give you any more trouble after that? 

Mr. Atten. No, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Is this fellow Smith from Nashville? 

Mr. Auten. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. We have had a lot of testimony about him as a kind 
of a troubleshooter to be sent around over the country to commit 
violence. 

Mr. Auten. I understand that now, sir. 

The Cuatrman. You didn’t know it then ? 

Mr. Auten. I did have at that time some knowledge of his reputa- 
tion, but I was unprepared for any action on his part at that time. 

The Carman. Are there any further questions ? 

Mr. Kennepy. How old are you? 

Mr. Aten. I am 47. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you mind withdrawing the charges ? 

Mr. Auten. No; I didn’t mind. 

Mr. Kennepy. You did not? 

Mr. Auten. No. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who paid the court costs? 

Mr. Atien. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. You paid them ? 

Mr. Atten. The company paid them. 

Mr. Kennepy. The company paid them in this case ? 

Mr. Atten. I beg your pardon ? 

Mr. Kennepy. The company paid them in this case? 

Mr. AuLEN. Yes. 

The Cuarrman. Why did you not mind withdrawing the charges? 
I would not like to just get beat up like that, with my nose broken 
and a cut over the eye without having a little satisfaction some- 
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where. I don’t know whether I could get it personally. It seems to 
me like after having initiated the charges you would want to see 
justice done. tet ; 

Mr. Auten. Well, in the case of justice, it was entirely my idea 
that I should have been prepared for anything of that kind. 

The Cuairman. You kind of blamed yourself for not being better 
prepared ¢ 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. I don’t think that excuses a man to walk up and 
knock you in the head just because you are not prepared. I hope that 
doesn’t justify it. Is there anything further ? 

Senator Curtis. Mr. Chairman, I think it would be well to observe 
at this point with reference to sending out a driver who didn’t belong 
to the union, that was no violation of law. The Federal law prohibits 
the closed shop. Even under a union-shop contract, he would have 
30 days or some such period after his employment to join the union. 
No offense whatever was committed by this man. 

The Cuatrman. I didn’t think any offense was committed, but I 
cannot quite rationalize his attitude about it. I think I would have 
been a little unhappy to take a beating like that for nothing and then 
be compelled to withdraw the charges. Did you feel you were under 
compulsion when you withdrew the charges ¢ 

Mr. Auten. No, sir. 

The Cuarrman. The head of your company said it was a hard thing 
for him to have to do to ask you to withdraw them ? 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And he is the one who prompted you to initiate 
the charges as I understand it. 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Has his boss been contacted to give an explanation ? 

Mr. Kennepy. He will be a witness. 

The Cuarrman. He will be around here? All right. 

Thank you very much. 

Call your next witness. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Wallace Davis. 

The CuHatrmMan. You do solemnly swear the evidence you shall give 
before this Senate select committee shall be the truth, the whole truth, 
and nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Davis. Yes. 


TESTIMONY OF WALLACE DAVIS 


The Cuarrman, State your name, your place of residence, and your 
business or occupation. 

Mr. Davis. My name is Wallace Davis. I live at 8363 Monte Vista 
Street, Jacksonville, Fla. I am employed by the Great Southern 
Trucking Co. as their transportation control manager. 

The CuarrMan. You waive counsel, do you, Mr. Davis? 

Mr. Davis. Yes. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Kennedy, proceed. 

Mr. Krennepy. Mr. Davis, you worked for the Terminal Trucking 
Co. during 1955? 

Mr. Davis. Yes. 





7268 IMPROPER ACTIVITIES IN THE LABOR FIELD 


Mr. Kennepy. What was your position at that time ? 

Mr. Davis. Chief dispatcher. 

Mr. Kennepy. You were present at the time that Mr. W. A. Smith 
came on April 5, 1955? 

Mr. Davis. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. At the time he gave the beating to the previous 
witness ? 

Mr. Davis. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Could you tell the committee what transpired. 

Mr. Davis. Well, W. A. Smith, or Smitty as he was known as, and 
A. B. Smith, line driver steward, came out to discuss the hiring of 
extra help or casual help that they used on the weekends and when we 
were in need of casual labor. They discussed that along with perhaps 
some other things that they might have had, such as grievances. But 
the main topic of conversation was the employment of these casual 
drivers. 

Smith was not—that is, Smitty—was not pleased with the men 
that Mr. Allen had selected. He wanted him to use the men that he 
sent to him from the union hall. The conversation got somewhat 
heated and Smith appeared to be leaving, and then he turned and 
came back and started his attack on Mr. Allen. 

Mr. Kennepy. How would you describe the attack ? 

Mr. Davis. Well, it was a brutal, vicious sort of an attack. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was Mr. Allen able to fight back at all? 

Mr. Davis. No, I don’t think he was able after the first blow. He 
apparently was unaware that he was going to be hit, and after that 
blow he was not able to fight back. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did Smith just keep hitting him even with Allen 
just standing there ? 

Mr. Davis. Yes; he did. And apparently he was choking him 
while Mr. Allen was defenseless. 

Mr. Kennepy. Have you ever seen anything like that before? 

Mr. Davis. No. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did you try to do, or what did anybody else 
try to do? 

Mr. Davis. There was very little I could do. In the arrangement 
of the office at that time I was across a double desk. There was very 
little I could do. There was no attempt on my part other than I did 
ask Smitty to come on and get out before he got in trouble, and he 
turned and said to the steward, “Let’s get out of here.” 

Mr. Kennepy. So they went out through the door ? 

Mr. Davis. So they left. 

Mr. Kennepy. What was the condition of Mr. Allen after Mr. 
Smith left ? 

Mr. Davis. He was bleeding around the nose and face, and had be- 
gun to swell around the eye and nose. He went into the restroom, 
together with one of the shopmen out in the shop, to wash up his face 
and so on, and sort of examine his condition. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was he taken to the hospital after that ? 

Mr. Davis. I believe he was taken to a doctor. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you call Mr. Katz, the president of the company ? 

Mr. Davis. No. I—I called Atlanta. I called the general office, 
and I believe I talked to Mr. Spikerman, the vice president at that time. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Did you describe to him what had happened ? 

Mr. Davis. Yes. I told him what had occurred and what had hap- 

ned. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did Mr. Katz come down then the following day ? 

Mr. Davis. Yes; he, and I believe Mr. Spikerman, both came the 
following day, the best I recall. They both came either late that day 
or early the next day. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you see Mr. Katz when he came down ? 

Mr. Davis. I saw him while he was there; yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was he upset and incensed as to what had happened 
to Mr. Allen ¢ 

Mr. Davis. He appeared to be angry about it. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did he want something done about it? 

Mr. Davis. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. He wanted Mr. W. A. Smith prosecuted; is that 
right ¢ 

Mr. Davis. Yes. 

Mr. Krennepy. Mr. Allen decided to prosecute and then did you 
appear before the grand jury ? 

Mr. Davis. I went to the court but I did not appear before the 
grand jury. I was not called before the grand jury to give any 
testimony. 

Mr. Kennepy. But Mr. Smith was indicted; was he not ? 

Mr. Davis. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you understand that the charges were with- 
drawn ? 

Mr. Davis. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you surprised at that ? 

Mr. Davis. Yes; I was. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you have any explanation or did you understand 
why the charges were withdrawn ¢ 

Mr. Davis. No;I did not. I wasn’t with Terminal Transport at the 
time the charges were withdrawn and I knew nothing about it. 

Mr. Kennepy. What is your best information as to why the charges 
were withdrawn ¢ 

Mr. Davis. Well, it was generally believed among the people there 
that it was withdrawn to keep down labor trouble or pressure put on 
the company by the union. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is what was generally understood ? 

Mr. Davis. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is all. 

The Cuatrman. Are there any questions? 

If not, thank you very much, Mr. Davis. 

Call your next witness. 

In the meantime, the Chair will insert in the record at this point an 
affidavit from Charles H. Smart, who was also present. The affidavit 
will be printed in the record in full. So we may get a general idea, I 
will read only part of it. 

It seems that Mr. W. A. Smith wanted to have Mr. Allen hire certain union 
drivers on weekends. Mr. Allen, in his normal, mild manner, did not agree. 


Suddenly, without provocation, I saw W. A. Smith strike Allen a number of 
times in the face with his fist. I could see that Mr. Allen was dazed from the 
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blows and bleeding profusely from the face and head. I quickly left the room 
in order to get help. When I returned to the office with a couple of men, I saw 
A. B. Smith, the steward, walking out of the building with W. A. Smith. A 
short time after the assault had taken place, Mr. A. B. Smith, who did not partici- 
pate whatsoever in the assault, returned to Mr. Allen’s office. He was quite 
upset, and he remarked to Mr. Allen that he had no idea that W. A. Smith would 
attack Mr. Allen. He further stated that, if he had any idea that anything like 
that was going to happen, he would not have accompanied the teamster union 
official to Mr. Allen’s office. 


(The affidavit referred to follows:) 


y' 


AFFIDAVIT 





I, Charles H. Smart, who reside at 927 McClurkia Avenue, Nashville, Tenn., 
freely and voluntarily make the following statement to LaVern J. Duffy, who has 
identified himself to me as a member of the staff of the United States Senate 
Select Committee on Improper Activities in the Labor-Management Field. No 
threats, force, or duress has been used to induce me to make this statement, nor 
have I received any promise of immunity from any consequences which may 
result from submission of this statement to the aforementioned Senate select 
committee : 

Since the year 1955, I have held the position of dispatch clerk for the 
Terminal Transport Co., with offices in Nashville, Tenn. I recall on April 5, 
1955, I was sitting at my desk, which was located approximately 5 feet from 
the desk of Mr. Frank Allen, the terminal manager for the company, when 2 men 
came into the office to see Mr. Allen. One of the men was W. A. Smith, teamster 
business agent in Nashville, and the other man was A. B. Smith, a steward for the 
teamster union, employed at the Terminal Transport Co. in Nashville. It always 
made an impression on me when W. A. Smith of the teamster union would 
visit the office, because he was always loud and boisterous. His visit to the 
office on April 5 was no exception; at the outset of his discussion with Mr. Allen, 
he began yelling and making certain demands. 

It seems that Mr. W. A. Smith wanted to have Mr. Allen hire certain union 
drivers on weekends. Mr. Allen, in his normal, mild manner, did not agree. 
Suddenly, without provocation, I saw W. A. Smith strike Allen a number of 
times in the face with his fist. I could see that Mr. Allen was dazed from the 
blows and bleeding profusely from the face and head. I quickly left the room 
in order to get help. When I returned to the office with a couple of men, I saw 
A. B. Smith, the steward, walking out of the building with W. A. Smith. A 
short time after the assault had taken place, Mr. A. B. Smith, who did not 
participate whatsoever in the assault, returned to Mr. Allen’s office. He wags 
quite upset, and remarked to Mr. Allen that he had no idea that W. A. Smith 
would attack Mr. Allen. He further stated that, if he had any idea anything 
like that was going to happen, he would not have accompanied the teamster- 
union official to Mr. Allen’s office. 

I have read the foregoing statement, and, to the best of my knowledge, it is 
true and correct. 























CHARLES H. SMART. 
Witnesses: 
LAVERN J. DUFFY. 
JAMES MCSHANE. 





Sworn to and subscribed before me this 14th day of August 1957. 


[SEAL] Rosert D. HALL, 
Chief Deputy Clerk, United States District Court, Nashville, Tenn. 








Mr. Kewnepy. Mr. Joseph A. Katz, please. 

The Cuarrman. Come forward, Mr. Katz. 

You do solemnly swear the evidence you shall give -before this 
Senate select committee will be the truth, the whole truth, and noth- 
ing but the truth, so help you God ? 


Mr. Karz. I do. 
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STATEMENT OF JOSEPH KATZ 


The CHatrMAN. State your name, your place of residence, and 
your business or occupation. 

Mr. Karz. Joe Katz, 3460 Tuxedo Road, Atlanta, Ga., president, 
Terminal Transport Co. 

The Cuarrman. Do you waive counsel, Mr. Katz? 

Mr. Karz. Yes, sir. 

The CuatrmMan. Proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Katz, you are president of the Terminal Trans- 
port Co. ¢ 

Mr. Karz. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. For how long have you held that position ? 

Mr. Karz. I start my sev enth year this coming January. 

Mr. Kennepy. You operate in how many States ? 

Mr. Karz. Approximately 6 or 7 States. 

Mr. Kennepy. Six or seven States? 

Mr. Katz. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. What area of the country / 

Mr. Karz. What area? We operate directly north and south. 

Mr. Kennepy. On the eastern seaboard ¢ 

Mr. Karz. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. And how many drivers do you have / 

Mr. Karz. We have, approximately, between 200 and 250 drivers. 

Mr. Kennepy. And that includes over-the-road drivers as well as 
local drivers ? 

Mr. Karz. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. You have contracts with the teamstears union ¢ 

Mr. Karz. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Covering those drivers, or the vast majority of the 
drivers / 

Mr. Karz. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. You learned in April of 1955 that Mr. Allen, who 
was the terminal manager in Nashville, was beaten; is that right? 

Mr. Karz. I don’t remember the exact date, but I did hear that he 
was beaten. 

Mr. Kennepy. In April 1955. 

Mr. Karz. If that is the date, I will go along with it. 

Mr. Kennepy. You learned that in Atlanta, and you came from 
Atlanta to Nashville to look into the matter ¢ 

Mr. Karz: Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. You talked to Mr. Allen at that time? 

Mr. Karz. I went to the hospital to see Mr. Allen. 

Mr. Kennepy. You say he was badly beaten ? 

Mr. Karz. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you recommend at that time that he press charges 
against W. A. Smith? 

Mr. Karz. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. And he agreed todo so? 

Mr. Karz. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. There was a grand jury, and Mr. W. A. Smith was 
indicted for assault with intent to kill. You subsequently contacted 
Mr. Allen and suggested that he withdraw these charges; is that right ? 
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Mr. Karz. I don’t know exactly what the story was in Nashville— 
I mean what type of case it was—but I did talk to Frank and sug- 
gested that he drop the case. 

Mr. Kennepy. In between the time that you came to Nashville and 
suggested that he press the case, and the time that you came to Nashville 
and suggested that he withdraw the case, what teamster officials did you 
talk this matter over with ? 

Mr. Karz. I talked to Mr. San Soucie up in—I think that was In- 
dianapolis at that time. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is Gene San Soucie ? 

Mr. Karz. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. What was his position in the teamsters ? 

Mr. Karz. He was president of local 135 

Mr. Kennepy. What conversations did you have with him ?¢ 

Mr. Karz. We were discussing some other things, and that came up. 
Gene suggested to me that I drop it. 

Mr. Kennepy. For what reason / 

Mr. Karz. Just that, apparently, things were going along so well 
with our company. You see, before I bought this company, this com- 
pany had a lot of union trouble, a lot of it. And then, after I bought it, 
we had several strikes, too. We had started getting our labor relations 
in pretty good shape. Some of the drivers had also discussed it with 
me. They didn’t want to see any further strikes on account of this 
incident. 

The Cuarrman. Let’s see now. If a man comes in and beats up 
somebody, which, according to the testimony so far was without provo- 
cation, do I understand there was the threat or the implication that 
a strike would take place if these charges were pursued # 

Mr. Karz. No, sir; not exactly. But we have—we did have in 
Nashville a lot of drivers that were very radical, and from time to 
time, if things didn’t go exactly the way they wanted them to go, they 
might walk out for a ‘period of 24 hours. When that happens in our 
business, it is bad. 

The Cuareman. In other words, you would rather persuade this 
man not to press charges, this fellow that got his face beaten up, his 
nose broken, and so forth, persuade him not to press charges to save 
yourself from labor trouble; is that it ? 

Mr. Karz. No, sir. 

The Cuarrman. What else does it add up to? 

Mr. Karz. Also, Frank Allen had discussed with me the fact that 
he and his wife were both mighty concerned about this things, and I 
think his wife was very nervous. 

The Cuatrman. Concerned how? Concerned that there would be 
more violence? 

Mr. Katz. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. In other words, there was apprekension that, if 
you pressed the charges, the next time it would be worse; is that it? 

Mr. Karz. That is the impression I got, sir. 

(At this point Senator Curtis aie the hearing room. ) 

Mr. Kennepy. You talked to Mr. San Soucie. Did you talk to any 
other union officials? 

Mr. Karz. At a later date I was in Chicago having lunch at a hotel. 
We were up there on some grievance meetings. Mr. Hoffa came in and 
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sat down, and the subject came up. If I remember correctly, Mr. 
Hoffa said that he would like to see the thing dropped. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was there any other conversation that you had with 
any other one? You had this conversation with Mr. Hoffa and Mr. 
San Soucie. Did you have conversations with any other teamster 
officials ¢ 

Mr. Karz. I don’t remember anyone else. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did any representative of yours talk to Mr. Dusty 
Miller ? 

Mr. Karz. Yes; there was. At the time this happened, I think it 
was the same afternoon or the next afternoon, our labor-relations man 
was in Nashville—was stationed there, in fact—and I insisted that he 
get hold of Mr. Miller and tell Mr. Miller that we didn’t want Mr. 
Smith to come around our barn any further. 

(At this point Senator Ives left the hearing room.) 

Mr. Kennepy. What did Mr. Miller say about that ? 

Mr. Karz. He was quite disturbed about it. From the information 
I got later through the grapevine, Mr. Miller got hold of the president 
of the local in Nashville and told him to keep Mr. Smith away from 
our terminal. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was any disciplinary action taken against Mr. 
Smith ¢ 

Mr. Karz. I don’t know that. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you check to find out if they did anything about 
Mr. Smith ¢ 

Mr. Karz. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Even though your employee had been brutally 
beaten, you didn’t check to see if anything at all would happen to 
Mr. Smith? 

Mr. Karz. No, sir; I didn’t. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was there any discussion with Mr. Hoffa as to your 
employee and his rights under the matter ? 

Mr. Karz. Would you give me that again, please ? 

Mr. Kennepy. Was there any discussion with Mr. Hoffa in Chicago 
as to the rights of your employee, Mr. Allen, in the matter ? 

Mr. Karz. Yes. I told Mr. Hoffa that I was pretty aggravated 
about a business agent taking something like this in his hands and 
beating up one of my people. I told him, as far as I was concerned, 
it was absolutely uncalled for. Mr. Hoffa agreed with me and said, 
“Well, you know how boys are sometimes. They will get into a hot- 
headed discussion.” In our particular business, it does happen not 
necessarily between union and company, but many, many times you 
will have drivers get into it the same way. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you find out from Mr. Hoffa whether he, as 
the head of Mr. Dusty Miller, whether he was going to take any action 
against Mr. W. A. Smith ? 

Mr. Karz. No; I didn’t. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was anybody in your company or in the teamsters 
concerned at all regarding what action should be taken against W. A. 
Smith for inflicting this beating on this man ¢ 
‘ Mr. Karz. I was aggravated about it. I didn’t pursue it any 

urther. 
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Mr. Kennepy. You were aggravated, but that is about as far as it 
went / 

Mr. Karz. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. You were concerned whether you were going to have 
any labor difficulties, as your company had had labor difficulties prior 
to the time you became president; is that right—and for that reason 
you suggested that your employee w ithdraw these charges ¢ 

Mr. Karz. I don’t know if I will go along with that, Mr. Kennedy, 

Mr. Kennepy. You explain it. 

Mr. Katz. We weren’t threatened in any way. At least, I wasn’t. 

Mr. Kennepy. You might not have been threatened, but you had 
conversations with Mr. San Soucie, who is one of Mr. Hoffa's right- 
hand men, and you had a conversation with Mr. Hoffa, and then you 
decided that you would ask your employee to withdraw these charges, 
So, you must have been concerned or upset about something, Mr. 
Katz. 

Mr. Karz. Well, I was upset when the thing first happened, and 
then, as months went by, naturally, you cool off and forget. 

Mr. Kennepy. You were concerned, also, about the trouble or diffi- 
culties that your company might have with the union, were you 
not ? 

Mr. Karz. I don’t think so. 

Mr. Kennepy. You said that earlier, Mr. Katz; the fact that your 
company had had trouble with the union prior to the time you became 
president. 

Mr. Karz. That is correct ; lots of it. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you associated that with the conversation you 
had with Mr. San Soucie. You wanted to keep a peaceful relationship 
with the union. 

Mr. Karz. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you were willing at that time to have, certain- 
ly, the rights of your employees sacrificed to insure the fact that you 
would have peaceful relationships with the union ; were you not ? 

Mr. Karz. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is all. 

The CHarrmMan. Are there any questions ? 

Senator McNamara. Yes, Mr. Chairman. In the changing of your 
mind, when you suggested that Mr. Allen drop the charges, were you 
intimidated at all by anybody ? 

Mr. Katz. None whatsoever, sir. 

Senator McNamara. They just requested that you take the action, 
and you went along without any threats or intimidation or anything 
else? 

Mr. Karz. That is right, sir. 

Senator McNamara. That is all. I thought you said you were ap- 
prehensive about further trouble? 

Mr. Karz. Sir? 

The Cuarrman. Didn’t you say you were apprehensive about fur- 
ther trouble if the charges were pressed, or did you? 

Mr. Karz. No, sir; I wasn’t concerned about having further trouble 
on account of that. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Would you read back the last answer he made to my 
question, please ? 
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The Cuarrman. I think you said that, and I think you also added 
toit. In the course of examining you, you added to it that Mr. Allen 
and his wife were disturbed and ‘they were apprehensive also that the 
situation would be worse next time. 

Mr. Karz. Yes; but I wasn’t acquainted with the situation that 
actually existed up there, and how bad it was, on all of these accounts 
that occurred at Nashville. They were, and I wasn’t. 

The CuarrMan. [I understand. 

Mr. Kennepy. I would like to have the reporter read back the last 
answer to the last question I asked him. 

The reporter read from his notes as follows: 

Mr. Kennepy. And you were willing at that time to have, certainly, the 
rights of your employees sacrificed to insure the fact that you would have peace- 
ful relationships with the union, were you not? 

Mr. Karz. Yes, sir. 

The CuairMan. Thatisall. Call the next witness. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. and Mrs. Robert Whitley. This is a different 
matter, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrmMan. You will both be sworn, please. You do solemnly 
swear that the testimony you shall give before this Senate select com- 
mittee will be the truth, the whole ‘truth, and nothing but the truth, 
so help you God ? 

Mr. Wuittey. Yes, sir. 

Mrs. Wuittey. Yes, sir. 


TESTIMONY OF ROBERT V. WHITLEY AND JOSEPHINE WHITLEY 


The CuarrMan. Each state your name, your place of residence, and 
your business or occupation. 

Mr. Wuirtey. Robert V. Whitley, Jr., 191 Thompson Lane, Nash- 
ville, Tenn. I own and operate the W oodbine Radio Cab. 

The CHAIRMAN. Own and operate what / 

Mr. Wuirtrey. Woodbine Radio Taxicab Co. 

Mrs. Wuirtey. Mrs. Robert Whitley. 1 work with my husband in 
operating the Woodbine Radio Cab Co. 

The Cuatmrman. Thank you very much. Do each of you waive 
counsel 

Mr. Wuirttey. Yes, sir. 

Mrs. Wuittey. Yes, sir. 

The CuatrmMan. Proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. You had, in October 1954, approximately 10 cabs; 
did you? 

Mr. Wuittey. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You operate in Nashville, Tenn. ? 

Mr. Wuirtey. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And the teamsters came and attempted to organize? 

Mr. Wuir.ey. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you refuse to sign a contract at that time? 

Mr. Wuirtrey. They came out one afternoon to talk the situation 
over with me. It was kind of late, and I told him I was kind of busy. 
I seemed not to be disagreeable with them. I told them I would talk 
it over with them the next morning, and we would meet the next 
morning. 

Mr. Kennepy. You would do what? 
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Mr. Wurirtey. Meet and talk the situation over the next morning. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you meet ? 

Mr. Wuittry. Yes; we met the next day. We set a time there, but 
they wasn’t there at the time they specified they would be. 

Mr. Kennepy. So as I understand it, you first operated in Nash- 
ville; is that right ? 

Mr. Wurrtey. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you move out of Nashville into Shelbyville? 

Mr. Wurttey. Well, that night I moved the taxicabs out of Nash- 
ville. 

Mr. Kennepy. You moved them out? 

Mr. Wurrtey. I moved the cabs away from the cab office. 

Mr. Kennepy. At the time you were approached by the teamsters? 

Mr. Wuirtey. No; that was after. We were in operation when I 
was approached by the teamsters. 

Mr. Kennepy. It was after that ? 

Mr. Wuittey. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was it during the discussion of the time the team- 
sters first approached you ? 

Mr. Wurrtey. They approached me that afternoon, and that night 
I moved the cabs out of Nashville into Shelbyville, before the meeting 
the next morning. 

Mr. Kennepy. For what reason did you do that? 

Mr. Wuirtey. Well, from the reputation that I have heard that 
they have had, I was afraid they would tear up the equipment, and 
so I thought it best that I would take them away from the place of 
business to keep them from being tore up. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did anything happen to your place of business 
after you moved out? 

Mr. Wurttey. Well, not right then. It was approximately 10 days 
after that. They walked pickets there for 10 days or 2 weeks, and I 
was closed. I shut down. So one Sunday morning I had a call from 
the fellow who runs a service station across from me, telling me I had 
better come down there, that my office was wrecked. 

Mr. Kennepy. You reported that to the county sheriff's office ? 

Mr. Wuittey. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you ever interviewed further on the matter? 

Mr. Wurttey. Yes; they came out, and as a matter of fact, I went 
up there to the sheriff’s office and told them the situation, and as a 
matter of fact, I even offered a reward for the arrest and conviction 
of anyone found guilty. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you ever find the responsible party ? 

Mr. Wuittey. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. So you moved out to Shelbyville, or you operated 
your cabs out in Shelby ville? 

Mr. Wuittey. I did not operate the cabs out there. I just had 
them stored there. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you continued to operate ? 

Mr. Wuittey. No, sir; I did not. 

Mr. Kennepy. You stopped operating altogether ? 

Mr. Wurttey. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You stopped operating altogether because of the 
reputation that the teamsters had ¢ 
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Mr. Wuittey. Yes, sir; and I wanted to figure out myself what the 
best move was to do, to take into consideration what I ought to do, 
and what should be done. 

Mr. Kennepy. So you closed down your business altogether ? 

Mr. Wurrtey. I closed down my business altogether. 

Mr. Kennepy. How long did that last ? 

Mr. Wuittry. Two weeks. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then did you decide to open up again ¢ 

Mr. Wuirtey. I decided to open up again. 

Mr. Kennepy. For what reason ? 

Mr. Wuirtey. Well, I had some sort of an oral contract with the 
Davidson Board of Education hauling handicapped children to school, 
and I had 73 handicapped children. During the time I was shut down, 
they did not go to school. 

Mr. Kennepy. Because there was nobody to take them to school 
other than yourself ? 

Mr. Wuirtey. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. So did they request that you open up again ? 

Mr. Wurrtey. The mothers and parents of the children kind of en- 
couraged me to go back into the business, and so I told the drivers and 
I contacted some of the drivers and they told me they talked it over 
with the union officials, and see what they could do. So during the 
time I got together with the union official, and the city taxicab in- 
spector, who came to my home. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who was the city taxi inspector ? 

Mr. Wuittey. Frank Reed was his name. 

Mr. Kennepy. Frank Reed? 

Mr. Wuittey. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is R-e-e-d? 

Mr. Wuirtey. Yes, sir; that is right. He came to my home, and 
they told me well, I had best sign up with the union if I wanted to 
operate, and he did not want to see anybody get hurt, and it would be 
best for those concerned. 

Mr. Kennepy. The city cab inspector came to your home and sug- 
gested that you sign up with the union; is that r ight? ? 

Mr. Wurrtey. With the business : agent. 

Mr. Kennepy. He came with the business agent ? 

Mr. Wuirtey. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was he in the teamsters union ? 

Mr. Wuittry Yes, sir; he isa member of the teamsters union. 

Mr. Kennepy. The city cab inspector was actually a member of the 
teamsters union himself ? 

Mr. Wuittey. Yes, sir; and hestill is. 

Mr. Kennepy. Hestill isa member of the teamsters union 

Mr. Wuirtey. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Yet he worked for the city and held the position of 
city cab inspector ? 

Mr. Wuirtey. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And he told you or he came out to your home and 
suggested you join the teamsters union if you wanted to avoid violence? 

Mr. Wuarrtey. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And difficulties? 

Mr. Wuittey. If I wanted to operate. 
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Mr. Kennepy. So you signed a union contract with the teamsters. 

Mr. Wurrtey. I signed a union contract with the teamsters, and 
started operating again, and I got the cabs back from Shelbyville. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you have any problems or difficulties with the 
teamsters then ? 

Mr. Wuirtey. Well, for a 2-week period that I operated, while 
the drivers were there, they were members of the teamsters union, and 
I had nothing but trouble, and I just could not control them no way 
at all, and they would do anything and they always had some sort of 
order or request whenever I asked them to do something. 

Mr. Kennepy. Prior to this time, before you were in the union, how 
did your wage scale compare to the union wage scale / 

Mr. Wuittey. Right along the same. 

Mr. Kennepy. About the same? 

Mr. Wurrtey. They were on a percentage basis, and they did not 
have any guaranteed salary, and at that time their percentage was run- 
ning away over the amount of what the union drivers were making. 
As a matter of fact, during the contract that I had for hauling chil- 
dren, they were making more than the union cab company was making. 

Mr. Kennepy. Actually they were making more? 

Mr. Warrier. Yes; during the time that they worked. 

Mr. Kennepy. You had some diffic sulty with certain of the drivers 
that the teamsters provided you ‘ 

Mr. Wuittey. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. After you signed up with them ? 

Mr. Wuirtey. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Just tell us briefly what the problems were and the 
difficulties. 

Mr. Wuirtey. Well, we have certain points in Nashville that I 
operate just outside the city of Nashville, in the suburbs, and we have 
certain points in Nashville where the passengers more or less call 
from, and we sort of havea zone period. So I told some of the drivers 
to hold it there at a certain point. Maybe it would be a couple of 
hours from the office there to give these people the service, and have a 
cab sitting around on the corner, and I would send them out there, 
and the next thing I would know they would be walking into the office. 
So I asked them, and I said, “I thought I told you to hold it up ona 
certain corner,’ on these points, which was 2 or 3 miles from the office. 
They said they did not want to do it and they wanted to come to the 
office, there was pane going on down there, and they wanted to be 
where everybody wa 

Mr. Kennepy. Yo ou had that penton, and did you also have a prob- 
lem of gambling and drinking on the job ? 

Mr. Wuirtey. Yes; when I would leave the office maybe to go eat, 
I would come back and they would be playing cards and playing 
poker. I requested them 2 or 3 times to stop and so one afternoon I 
went in and I told them, “I have asked you 2 or 3 times and I have 
asked you 4 times, and the next time I come in and catch you gambling, 
I am going to fire the lot of you.” So they said, “Well, it is 4 ‘of us and 
lofyou. You prove it.” 

The Cuarrman. What is that? 

Mr. Wuirtey. There were 4 of them and 1 of me, for me to prove it, 
that they were gambling. 
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Mr. Kennepy. These were your employees; is that right ? 

Mr. Wuittey. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. So they were disobeying orders, and they were 
gambling. And then did you catch some of these same people, this 
group, and were they drinking also? 

Mr. Wuirtey. Yes, sir; they would go down and some of the insti- 
gators would go down to the joint at night and call me on the phone, 
and drinking and carrying on, and I could hear the telephone what 
was going on. 

Mr. Kennepy. What would they say to you on the telephone ? 

Mr. Wuiriey. They would curse me out, and tell me I ‘didn’ *t know 
anything about operating a cab business, and why didn’t I get out 
and let them have it. 

Mr. Kennepy. So you decided to fire them ? 

Mr. Wuittey. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrMan. They were trying to run you out of business and 
take over your business ? 

Mr. Wuittey. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. That was after you had signed a union contract ? 

Mr. Wuittey. Yes, sir; they told me to get out and let them run the 
cab company there. 

The Cuarrman. You were trying to get along with them, and you 
signed a contract under coercion, and threats, and you could not 
operate it unless you did sign it 

Mr. Wurrtey. That is right. 

The Cuairman. Then when you got them in there, they wanted to 
take charge / 

Mr. Wurttey. That is right. They would drive out there in the 
car and drink beer in front of the office and throw their cans and 
bottles on the sidewalk there, on the company premises. 

The CuarrMan. Just to show you that they could do it and get by 
with it, is that right ? 

Mr. Wuirt.ey. One of them, the instigator was the head, he was 
the main leader of the bunch, and I fired him. The next morning he 
came to work so he went to the union hall, and he got the business 
agent, and he came out to my place and asked me why I fired him, and 
I said for interfering with the company management. So he laughed 
about it and he said, well, that wasn’t any reason to fire the man, and 
he was a good union member, and I would have to put him back to 
work. So I told him I could not see it. So he: said, “Well, we will 
just walk out on strike again.’ 

Mr. Kennepy. He wi anted you to put him back to work and pay him 
the day’s salary that he missed, and you refused to do that ? 

Mr. Wuirttry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. So they said they are going to walk out. 

Mr. Wuirttey. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And they walked out and established a picket line? 

Mr. Wuirtey. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then a few days passed and did you give them over 
the weekend to come back to work or otherwise you told them you 
were going to get some new drivers? 

Mr. Wuirtey. That happened on Thursday. On Saturday I told 
them, “Well, all of you have a job here, but this one particular fellow.” 
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So I said, “I will give you until Monday to come back on the job or 
I will hire a whole new crew.” So they didn’t come back on Monday, 
and that is what I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. You hired a brandnew crew ? 

Mr. Wurrttey. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you have any acts of violence follow when you 
put on these new drivers ? 

Mr. Wurrtey. Yes, sir, some of the drivers were threatened, and 
I was threatened, and they told me that it was dangerous for me to 
be on the streets, and it was going to get dark after a while. They 
went up behind the cars when we were hauling passengers and they 
put on brakes and tried to scare the people from Faden. 

Mr. Kennepy. They would come up and bump your cabs in other 
cars, is that right? 

Mr. Wurrttey. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. They would go in front of your cars and then stop 
their car suddenly to scare the passengers? 

Mr. Wuirtey. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. They threw a brick through the window of your 
cab on one occasion ? 

Mr. Wurrtey. They throwed a brick at the cab and hit the fender 
of the cab. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did they break any of the windshields of your 
cabs? 

Mr. Wuirttry. While the cabs were there at night, I had them 
parked in front of the office, where I could kind of watch them and 
see what happened to them. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was there anybody in the cabs, or did any of the 
city officials know what they were doing in the harrassment of your 
cabs? 

Mr. Wuittey. Yes. Whenever anything happened, we would call 
the police, and of course they would come and talk to the driver. 

Mr. Kennepy. What about Mr. Reed? Did you ever bring this to 
the attention of Mr. Reed ? 

Mr. Wurrttey. Yes; and, as a matter of fact, Mr. Reed was riding 
around with the union officials. 

Mr. Kennepy. He was riding around with the union officials at the 
time this was going on ? 

Mr. Wuirtey. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. He is the city cab inspector? 

Mr. Wuittey. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. He was riding around while these union officials 
were harrassing your cab, is that right? 

Mr. Wurrtey. That is right. 

Senator McNamara. At that point, can you tell me how this city 
cab inspector got his job? Was it by competitive examination or was 
he appointed by the chief officer or what ? 

Mr. Wurrttey. I don’t know how he got the job? The way I un- 
derstand it, it is an appointed job. 

Senator McNamara. Was he formerly a policeman, or a member of 
the force? 

Mr. Wurrttey. No, he was a Yellow Cab driver, which was a union 
company. 
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Senator McNamara. They took him off the cabs and made him the 
inspector ¢ 

Mr. Wuittey. Made him the inspector, yes. 

Senator McNamara. You think by appointment and not by com- 

titive examination. 

Mr. Wuirtey. That is right. 

Senator McNamara. That isall. 

Mr. Wurrtey. His next-door neighbor where he lives is Don Vestal. 

Senator Curris. These union cabdrivers that you had trouble with, 
after you signed up with the union, were they the same drivers that 
worked for you before you were unionized ? 

Mr: Wuittey. Yes, sir. 

Senator Curtis. The same individuals ? 

Mr. Wuirtery. Yes, sir. 

Senator Curtis. You had no trouble with them before they belonged 
to the union ? 

Mr. Wuittey. No, sir, no trouble at all. Asa matter of fact about 
half of them did not want to join anyway. 

Senator Curtis. Well, was someone promoting them to have trouble 
with them ? 

Mr. Wuittey. I had one driver there who was instigating and they 
wanted me to put him back and after the representatives from the 
union came to talk to me they said if I didn’t I would have trouble. 

Senator Curtis. How do youexplain their change in conduct? You 
got along with them before they were in the union and they were 
troublemakers afterward. 

Mr. Wuittey. Well, there was one that was instigating the deal, and 
he had a couple of buddies there that teamed along with him’ and 
they wanted to cause trouble, although I never had any trouble with 
them before. But they were drinking and they would go down to the 
plac eand get drinking together and that is when they got smart-alecky. 

Senator Curris. And one of the reasons you went back into business 

was to take care of these seventy-some crippled children 

Mr. Wurrtey. 73 children, handicaped children, yes. 

Senator Curtis. You hauled them from their homes to school ? 

Mr. Wuir.ey. Yes, and as a matter of fact there were several palsied 
pupils, and sightless children and deaf children, and you had to go to 
the door and pick them up and with some of them carry them into 
cabs and carry them into schools, and carry them back into the house 
in the evening. 

Senator Curris. Are you in the taxicab business now 4 

Mr. Wuittey. Yes, sir. 

Senator Curtis. Are you still taking care of the crippled children ? 

Mr. Wuittey. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, were any of your drivers shot at? 

Mr. Wuirney. Yes, during the strike there, one of the drivers 
picked up a fellow in the city ‘and was dri iving him toward the yards, 
the railroad yards in Nashville, south of Nashville, and as he passed 
the fairgrounds there, a bullet hit the windshield of the cab. 

Mr. Krnnepy. Hit the windshield of what 4 

Mr. Wuittey. Of the cab, of the taxicab. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was anybody hit by the glass? 
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Mr. Wuirtey. The glass fell down and cut the passenger’s hand 
where he sat on the front side with the driver. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you find your cabs were having difficulty getting 
passengers when some of these things were going on ? 

Mr. Wuittey. Well, this fellow here, I heard the cab stop by the 
office and so I a vologized for the incident and I said, “Well, we are 
going to try to lear on operating and we appreciate the business,” 

ell, ” he said, “As long as you boys have got guts enough to drive 
feat, T have got guts enough to ride in them.” 

Mr. Kennepy. Were : any “of your drivers beaten ? 

Mr. Wuittey. Yes, I had a driver that was beaten with a motor- 
cycle chain. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you report these incidents to the police? 

Mr. Wurttey. Yes, sir, all of the instances that happened. Of 
course, outside the city there, I reported them to the sheriff. 

Mr. Kennepy. And did they come down and try to help you? 

Mr. Wuitiry. They would come immediately to begin with, for 
the first week or two, when we called them, and sometimes it w ‘ould 
be an hour or two before they would come. 

Mr. Kennepy. In the beginning they were coming very quickly, but 
later they began to come later or be more tardy on arrival, is that 
right ? 

Mr. Wuittey. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. An hour or two hours later ? 

Mr. Wuittry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. After you reported the incident. 

Mr. Wurrtey. I would have to call 4 or 5 times. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did they say anything after you made these re- 
quests for them to come down ? 

Mr. Wuittey. Well, they would come there and they would look 
the situation over and, of course, by the time they got there every- 
thing was quieting down and the pickets and the group that gathered 
there were quiet. 

When people walked up to the office for a taxicab from the busline 
or would go down the street at night, there are no street lights out 
there at night and they didn’t holler at the people like they had 
been. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did any one of the police officers say anything to you 
about what their attitude was toward this matter ? 

Mr. Wuittey. Well, there was one there that came there to the 
office. He asked me why didn’t I go ahead and shut down and quit 
bothering him. 

Mr. Kennepy. W hy didn’t you go and shut down and quit bother- 
ing them? That was a representative of the police department ? 

Mr. Wurrtey. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. That was a corporal, was it? What was his posi- 
tion ? 

Mr. Wuirtry. I am not sure. A corporal or sergeant, one or the 
other. I don’t know what his rank was at the time. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you know his name at the time ? 

Mr. Wuirtey. I asked one later and I didn’t know his name but I 
asked one later what his name was and he told me that the patrolman 
there or sergeant was named Dave White. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Did you ever bring any specific charges against any 
of the union pickets or union officials 

Mr. Wuiriey. Yes; some of the pickets I did, when they would 
harass some of the drivers and throw bricks at them and things like 
that. 

Mr. Kennepy. You brought charges against them / 

Mr. Wuir.ey. Yes, sir; and so I told them I would stand behind 
them. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you pursue that or did you follow up the 
charges ¢ 

Mr. Wuirtey. Well, no. By the time it was to come up in court, I 
had an attorney who was a friend of mine, who was acting on my 
behalf and not full representation, but I was getting a little guidance 
from him, and so he was supposed to represent me during the time. 

Mr. Kennepy. During this period of time, when you brought the 
charges against these union personnel, did they bring some charges 
against you or your wife? 

Mr. Wuittey. They brought charges against my wife. 

Mr. Kennepy. Would you tell that, Mrs. Whitley, what happened 
there / 

Mrs. Wurrtey. One of the drivers had me arrested for what I think 
it was a warrant signed by 

Mr. Kennepy. Would you start over again / 

Mrs. Wuirtey. One of the union pickets that had been elected 
union steward had me arrested on a warrant for assault. 

Mr. Kennepy. For assault ? 

Mrs. Wuirtey. Yes, sir; and I don’t remember just what the war- 
rant or the exact charge was. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was it in connection with carrying a gun? 

Mrs. Wuirtey. Well, it was assault with intent, I believe. 

The Cuarrman. Assault with intent to kill ? 

Mrs. Wuir.ey. Actually, I don’t know what it was, and I know 
they came out and arrested me. 

Mr. Kennepy. The police came out and arrested you ? 

Mrs. Wuittey. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you ever havea gun ? 

Mrs. Wurt.tey. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you ever assault a cabdriver ? 

Mrs. Wuittey. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You never pointed a gun at them ? 

Mrs. Wuitriey. No. 

Mr. Kennepy. You never hit a cabdriver ? 

Mrs. Wuittey. No, sir. 

Senator Curtis. What happened to the charges? Were you fined 
or found guilty ? 

Mrs. Wuirtey. When they carried me up to the jail, our attorney 
that Mr. Whitley mentioned—we called our attorney and I was pa- 
roled to him and later he told me that the charges would be dropped 
against me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you understand from anybody that you in your 
turn, of your husband on his turn, his side would have to perform 
any act ! 
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Mrs. Wuirtey. Word got to us that the reason I was arrested was 
so that we would drop the charges against these pickets that we had 
had arrested. 

Mr. Kennepy. If you would drop the charges against the pickets 
that were arrested, they in turn would drop the charges against you? 

Mrs. Wuittey. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was that arranged and done? 

Mrs. Wuittey. Yes, sir; it was understood through one of the girl 
friends and also through our attorney that they would definitely be 
dropped. 

Mr. Kennepy. So the charges were dropped on both sides ? 

Mrs. Wuitey. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. But the charge against you regarding this assault 
was completely untrue? 

Mrs. Wuirttey. It was untrue but they had talked to my husband 
and told him that they would make up a case and get plenty of wit- 
nesses to frame me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did somebody tell you that ? 

Mr. Wuittey. They told Mrs. Whitley that they could make a case 
out of it. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who told you that, Mr. Whitley ? 

Mr. Wurittey. I believe it was Red Vaughn, the organizer at the 
time there that this was going on. I told him I don’t believe they 
would make it stick because the drivers out here are prejudiced against 
myself and my wife. And he said, “Well, we have got plenty of wit- 
nesses over at the union hall that will stand behind us and we will 
make it stick.” 

Mr. Kennepy. He said he could come up with plenty of witnesses 
to make the charge stick against your wife? 

Mr. Wuittery. Yes. He said he had plenty of witnesses over there 
at the union hall. He kept repeating it and said we will have our 
day in court. Our day will come when we go to court. 

Mr. Kennepy. You are still operating ? 

Mr. Wuittey. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you bring those drivers back or how was the 
dispute resolved ? 

Mr. Wuirtey. I never hired any of those drivers again. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did they continue the picket line? 

Mr. Wurrttey. They continued to picket for about 6 or 8 months 
and during the time, well, they saw I was going to beat them at the 
game and they kept telling me that Frank Reed, the taxicab inspector, 
was going to take care of me and they would see he put me out of 
business. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you have some trouble with the taxicab in- 
spector ¢ 

Mr. Wut ey. I believe it was last summer or last summer a year 
ago, Frank Reed has been harassing me all of the time and harassing 
the drivers, and finally word got around through this and that to the 
mayor that I am operating and under an injunction my city license 
to operate the streets of Nashville had been revoked. 

Mr. Kennepy. You were parking in the wrong place, is that right, 
your cabs were ? 
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Mr. Wuirt.ey. That is what they said. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was that finally settled ? 

Mr. Wuittey. No; it has never been settled, and I don’t know what 
the outcome will be. As a matter of fact, I just think that it has 
quieted down and I don’t know why, but I haven’t heard any more 
about it. 

It is not even slated to come up in court or anything, and what they 
have done with the case, I don’t know, but we don’t have any license 
but we still are operating on the city streets. 

Mr. Kennepy. They do not press that at all, and they have not 
pressed it against you? 

Mr. Wuirttey. They don’t press it any more. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you have any explanation for that? 

Mr. Wuittry. No; I surely do not. 

Mr. Kennepy. When did they stop being interested in the matter? 

Mr. Wuirtey. Well, after my license was revoked, as a matter of 
fact, everything was quieted down and they talked to the drivers a 
couple of times and tried to get one of the drivers just for about 
nothing, and that is all I ever heard from it, and what else could they 
do? They already have put me out of business but I am still operating. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you know if Mr. Reed kept his seniority during 
this period of time in the teamsters union 

Mr. Wuirtey. Here a while back, while they had depositions taken 
on this case, he made the statement that he noticed in the past few 
months that his seniority with the Yellow Cab Co., his name, had been 
taken off the seniority list, and why, I don’t know. 

Mr. Kennepy. But he is still a member of the teamsters ? 

Mr. Wuittey. He is still a member of the teamsters. 

Senator McNamara. How many cabs do you operate now ¢ 

Mr. Wurrtey. Well, I operate 6 cabs now and as a matter of fact, 
during this time here, I had to cut my fleet due to business and so they 
revoked some more of my licenses, 3 more of the licenses. They re- 
voked them all, and then three more and why, I don’t know. 

Senator McNamara. What licenses are you talking about ? 

Mr. Wuirtey. The city license. 

Senator McNamara. Isthisa public-vehicle license ? 

Mr. Wuittey. A permit. 

Senator McNamara. A public-vehicle permit ? 

Mr. Wuirtey. To operate on the city streets; yes. 

Senator McNamara. A public-vehicle permit, and you have to get 
that from the city hall? 

Mr. Wuirtry. Yes, sir. 

Senator McNamara. When you were having all of this trouble, how 
many cabs did you have ? 

Mr. Wurrtey. Ten. 

Senator McNamara. Thank you. 

Mr. Kennepy. Have you been threatened at all regarding your 
testimony ? 

Mr. Wurirtry. Well, I was told to watch what I said here, that 
everybody who testified here against them would be taken care of 
sooner or later. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who told you that? 
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Mr. Wuir ey. A fellow just taking a 
the other night. 

Mr. Kennepy. The other night ? 

Mr. Wuittey. Yes, sir, and it was Saturday and he said, “You 
take me around the block,” and he sat in the back seat and I was in 
the Christmas traffic and I didn’t look at him. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did he say to you again / 

Mr. Wuirttey. He said that everybody that testified up here against 
them would be taken care of sooner or later. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you were told that regarding your testimony ¢ 

Mr. Wuirtey. Yes, sir; that I should be careful. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did he say / 

Mr. Wurrtry. That is exactly what he said. 

Mr. Kennepy. That everybody would be taken care of sooner or 
later? 

Mr. Wuit ey. That is right. 

The Cuamman. Where did that conversation take place? 

Mr. Wuitiey. Downtown. 

The CuHarrman. Downtown in Nashville? 

Mr. Wairttery. In Nashville; yes. 

The CHarrMan. Do you know who it was? 

Mr. Wuittey. I never saw the man before and, as a matter of fact, 
it was dark and I was watching the traffic and so I said, “Thank you.” 

The CHatrMan. You were ina cab? 

Mr. Wuittey. Yes, sir. During the rush periods of time I drive 
some ; very, very little. 

The CuarrMan. You were driving the cab / 

Mr. Wuittey. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And you picked up this passenger ¢ 

Mr. Wuirtey. Yes,sir. I had stopped there and he got in the back 
seat and I drove around. He said “Take me around the block.” That 
is what he said. 

The CHarrmMan. He got in your cab and had you take him just 
around the block ? 

Mr. Wuittey. Yes, sir; just around the block. 

The Cuarrman. And he gave you that warning in the course of the 
drive around the block ? 

Mr. Wuittey. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Are you kind of frightened about it ? 

Mr. Wuittey. No, sir. 

The Cuarrman. You couldn’t give us his name; could you? 

Mr. Wuittey. No, sir; I never saw the man before. 

The Cuairman. Are there any further questions ? 

Mr. Kennepy. No, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Senator Curtis, have you any questions? 

Senator Curtis. No, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you very much. You may stand aside. 

At this point the Chair will place in the record 2 affidavits, 1 from 
Paul W. Dinkins, and another from Belle Johnson. These relate to 
the trouble that has been had. I don’t think there is a need to read 
them. They may be printed in the record at this point. 


(The affidavit of Belle Johnson follows: ) 
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AFFIDAVIT 






I, Belle Johnson, who reside at 1018 Eighth Avenue §8., Nashville, Tenn., 
freely and voluntarily make the following statement to Lavern J. Duffy, who 
has identified himself to me as a member of the staff of the United States Senate 
Select Committee on Improper Activities in the Labor-Management Field. No 
threat, force, or duress has been used to induce me to make this statement, nor 
have I received any promise of immunity from any consequences which may 
result from submission of this statement to the aforementioned Senate select 
committee. 

During the year 1955 I was working as an employee at Mike’s Tap Room, 
located at Fourth Avenue S., in Nashville, Tenn. On or about January 8, 1955, 
in the early evening a party unknown to me called a taxi from Mike’s Tap Room. 
Shortly after the cab arrived, I was attracted to the front of the building by 
someone swearing and cursing. I looked out the door; I saw W. A. Smith, of 
the teamsters union, standing by a taxicab, cursing the driver and attempting 
to jerk open the cab door to get at the driver. Suddenly the driver drove the 
cab away. W. A. Smith, known as Smitty to me, came into the bar and pur- 
chased a bottle of Coca-Cola and took it outside with him. Shortly thereafter, I 
heard a noise from the front of the building and someone yelled out, “Smith 
broke the window of the cab.” I made the comment, “I hope no one is hurt.” 
I again looked out the door and Smith was standing on the sidewalk near the 
curb. The taxicab was by this time some distance up the street. Smith then 
came back into Mike’s Tap Room and I said, “You should not have cursed the 
driver and broke the window.” He answered, ‘That is what he gets for being a 
scab driver, and that is what I get for calling a scab driver.” 

I have read the foregoing statement, and to the best of my knowledge it is 
true and correct. 

















(s) BELLE JOHNSON. 





Witnesses: 
LAVERN J. DUFFY. 
JAMES R. MCSHANE. 









Sworn to and subscribed before me this 3d day of July 1957. 
[SEAL] (s) Nettie F. Kinsey, Notary Public. 





"7 


My commission expires November 27, 1960. 


(The affidavit of Paul W. Dinkins follows :) 







AFFIDAVIT 














I, Paul W. Dinkins, who resides at 2700 Hartford Drive, Nashville, Tenn., and 
currently employed at the Tennessee Tufting Co., in Nashville, Tenn., freely 
and voluntarily make the following statement to LaVern J. Duffy, who has 
identified himself to me as a member of the staff of the United States Senate 
Select Committee on Improper Activities in the Labor-Management Field. No 
threat, force, or duress has been used to induce me to make this statement, nor 
have I received any promise of immunity from any consequences which may 
result from submission of this statement to the aforementioned Senate select 
committee. 

During the year 1955, I was working as a driver for the Woodbine Cab Co., in 
Nashville, Tenn. On or about January 8, 1955, in the early evening I answered 
a call from Mike’s Tap Room, located at Fourth Avenue S., Nashville, Tenn. 
As I drove up in front of the taproom 2 or 3 men whom I had never seen before 
were standing on the curb. One of the men was cursing and trying to jerk open 
the door of the cab. When this happened, I pulled away from the curb, drove 
up the street a short distance and then backed up, hoping still to find a customer. 
As I remained in the middle of the street, I saw one of the men throw a Coke 
bottle at my cab which broke my window. As the man drew back to throw the 
bottle, I detected a hearing aid in his left front shirt pocket. After this hap- 
pened, I quickly drove away. 

I have examined a picture of W. A. Smith, of the teamsters union, and after 
examining the picture closely I am reasonably sure he was the man who threw 
the Coke bottle and broke the window of my cab. 
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I have read the foregoing statement, and ot the best of my knowledge it is 
true and correct. 


(Signed) Pau DINKINS. 
Witnesses : 
Lucy C. TERRELL. 
LAVERN J. DUFFY. 
Sworn to and subscribed before me this 5th day of July 1957 
(Signed) Nertrie F. Kinsey, Notary Public. 
My commission expires November 27, 1960. 


The Cuarrman. Mr. Duffy, you have been previously sworn ? 
Mr. Durry. Yes, sir. 


TESTIMONY OF LaVERN J. DUFFY—Resumed 


The CuarrMan. Have you examined the minutes of a meeting of the 
executive board meeting of the Teamsters Union, Local 327, at Nash- 
ville, the minutes of their meeting of November 19, "19554 

Mr. Durry. Y es, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. You have a photostatic copy of those minutes; do 
you ¢ 

Mr. Durry. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Is this the photostatic copy that you have of the 
minutes of the meeting of that local at that time ? 

Mr. Durry. It is, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHatrMaAn. These minutes, the copy of the minutes may be made 
exhibit No. 17. 

(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 17” for refer- 
ence and may be found in the files of the select committee. ) 

The Cuatrman. I will read from the minutes of that meeting: 

Harold Dies made the motion to ore. Frank Reed $250 for a Christmas present, 
who is city cab inspector, and also $50 for Dawson, who is the colored cab 
inspector, who have both helped labor in Nashville. Seconded by Bill Richardson, 
Carried 100 percent. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Ear] Dicicco, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Come forward, Mr. Dicicco. 

You do solemnly swear taht the evidence you shall give before this 
Senate select committee will be the truth, the whole tr uth, and nothing 
but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Dicicco. I do. 






TESTIMONY OF EARL P. DICICCO 


The CuairMan. State your name, your place of residence and your 
business or occupation. 

Mr. Dicicco. Earl P. Dicicco, 124 High Street, Foxboro, with the 
General Tire Co. 

The CHatrman. Where do you live? 

Mr. Dicicco. Foxboro, Mass. 

The Cuarrman. You are with whom? 

Mr. Dicicco. The General Tire Co. 

The Cuarrman. What is your position with them ? 

Mr. Dicitcco. Manager of their service station. 

The Cuarrman. Manager of their filling station ? 
Mr. Dictcco. Yes, sir. 
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The Cuarrman. You waive the right of counsel, do you? 

Mr. Dicicco. Yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. All right, Mr. Kennedy, you may proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Dicicco, you came from Natick, Mass., origi- 
nally ? 

Mr. Dicicco. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And then you were in the Army ¢ 

Mr. Dicicco. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And married a girl frrom Nashville, Tenn. 

Mr. Dicicco. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Krennepy. So you went down there to work after you got out 
of the Army? 

Mr. Dictcco. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you were employed down there in the Whitley 
Cab Co. ¢ 

Mr. Dicicco. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. During the time that the Whitley Cab Co. was on 
strike, you continued to drive ¢ 

Mr. Dicicco. Right, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were there any acts of violence against you while 
you were driving the cab for the Whitley Cab Co. 

Mr. Dicicco. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Would you tell the committee what happened ? 

Mr. Dicicco. One night it was between 10 and 11 o’clock, at night, 
I picked up these two passengers at this beer room, and they said 
they ranted to go to this housing project. 

The Cuatrman. This what? 

Mr. Dictoco. This housing project. 

I stopped the cab in front of the housing project to let them out. 
One of them hit me across the head with a motorcycle chain, and the 
other one had a beer bottle, bouncing that off my head. 

Mr. Kennepy. One of them hit you with a beer bottle and the other 
one hit you with a motorcycle chain ? 

Mr. Dicicco. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KenNepy. Wrapped it around your head ¢ 

Mr. Dicicco. Yes, sir; from the ear around to the mouth. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did it knock you out ? 

Mr. Dicicco. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did you do? Did you hide in the bottom of 
the cab? 

Mr. Dictcco. No, sir. I got out and went to open up the back door 
tojump on them. They jumped out of the cab. 

Mr. KenNnepy. You got out of your cab and went in the back door 
to go after them? 

Mr. Dicicco. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. They jumped out of the other door ? 

Mr. Dicicco. They jumped out the other door, and one of them ran 
up the street. At this point there was a road bearing off to the right. 
One of them ran straight and one ran up the road going to the right 
and jumped in this automobile. I took off after the automobile. — 

Mr. Kennepy. You got back in your cab? 

Mr. Dicicco. Yes, sir. I got back in my cab and drove the auto- 
mobile around the corner to chase this automobile that picked up one 
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of the fellows. When he went around the further corner, there was a 
patrol car coming and he almost hit him, and the patrol car was 
turning around in the middle of the street to chase the vehicle, and I 
had to stop before I hit the patrol car and then he chased him for a 
little way. He lost him. Then they sent a patrol car and we searched 
the area but we couldn’t find the other man. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you recognize either one of your assailants? 

Mr. Dicicco. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you recognize the car ¢ 

Mr. Dicicco. I recognized the automobile; yes, sir. 

Mr. KeNnepy. You recognized the automobile ! 

Mr. Dicicco. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Whose automobile was it ? 

Mr. Dicicco. As far as I know, it belongs to Red Vaughn. 

Mr. Kennepy. What is his position ? 

Mr. Dicicco. Business representative, I believe it was, for the 
teamsters. 

Mr. Kennepy. He was the business agent for 327 of the teamsters ? 

Mr. Dicicco. Right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And the man that hit you got into that car and drove 
away ¢ 

Mr. Dicicco. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you turn that information over to the police? 

Mr. Dicicco. No, sir. They were already up there. I told them 
about it, but I don’t know if they put it on their log or not. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you tell them whose car it was ¢ 

Mr. Dicicco. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You told them what had happened to you? 

Mr. Dicicco. Right, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Why didn’t you tell them whose car it was when you 
recognized it ? 

Mr. Dicicco. Why didn’t 1? I was afraid there would be more 
trouble. 

Mr. Kennepy. You didn’t want to get into any more difficulty ? 

Mr. Dicicco. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Can youexplain that? 

Mr. Dictcco. Yes, sir. I have a wife and children and I don’t want 
to get involved in it no more than I had to. 

Mr. Kennepy. Had there been quite a bit of trouble and difficulties 
in Nashville, Tenn. ? 

Mr. Dictcco. Yes, sir. In the paper there had been some dynamiting 
of some equipment, and putting sugar in the gas tanks, and all that 
sort. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you didn’t want to get involved ? 

Mr. Dicicco. I didn’t want it no more. 

The Cuamman. How long did you continue to drive after that? 

Mr. Dicicco. Well, I was out about a week and I went back and 
I drove about another month. 

The CuatrMan. You were out about a week? Why? 

Mr. Dicicco. I had to go to the doctor, sir. I had a head injury. 

The CuarrmMan. You had what ? 

Mr. Dicicco. A head injury. 

The Cuarrman. A head injury ? 

Mr. Dietcco. Right. 
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The Cuarrman. What was that from, the chain or the bottle? 

Mr. Dicicco. The chain, sir. 

The Cuarrman. The chain? 

Mr. Dictcco. Yes, sir. 

The CHatrman. Why were you pursuing the car if you did not 
intend to do anything about it ? 

Mr. Dicicco. At the time I would have, sir. If somebody beat you 
over the head with a chain, you would go after them. 

The CHarrman. I might go the other way. 

Mr. Dictcco. Yes, sir; but afterward you might go the other way, 
after you cool down. But at the time I would go ‘after them. 

The Cuarrman. At the time you would go after them ? 

Mr. Dicticco. Right, sir. 

The Coarrman. And you went after them ? 

Mr. Dictcco. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. I can’t understand, then, why if you knew who did 
it, or knew the car, you didn’t turn it over to the officers to do some- 
thing about it. 

Mr. Dictcco. I don’t think it would do much good down there, 
sir. 

The Cuarrman. You thought it would be useless ? 

Mr. Dicicco. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. They don’t enforce the law down there very much? 

Mr. Dicrcco. Yes; sir; they enforce the law but in my own opinion 
I don’t think they enforce it enough. 

The Cuarrman. They don’t enforce it enough ? 

Mr. Dicicco. Yes,sir. Just to certain people. 

The Cuarrman. What certain people do they not enforce it against ? 

Mr. Dicicco. The people they don’t want to, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Who are they ? 

Mr. Dicicco. Just the people they don’t want 

The Cuatrman. I know. 

Mr. Dicicco. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. You and I are both thinking the same thing. You 
saw it. 

Mr. Dicicco. That is right, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Are you afraid to tell ? 

Mr. Dicicco. It’s healthier if you don’t. 

The Cuatrman. It is more healthy if you don’t tell ? 

Mr. Dictcco. Yes, sir. 

The CHairman. You don’t want another beating, do you? 

Mr. Dicicco. No,sir. 

The CuarrMan. Do you live in Nashville now ? 

Mr. Dicicco. No,sir. Iam from Massachusetts. 

The Cuarrman. Do you think they could reach you up that far and 
get you? 

Mr. Dicicco. They might, sir. 

The Cuarrman. They might. In other words, you just don’t want 
any more trouble? 

Mr. Dicicco. Right, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Are there any other questions ? 

If not, thank you very much. 

Call the next witness. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Kenneth Whitley. 
The Cuatrman. Mr. Whitley ? 
You do solemnly swear the evidence you shall give before this 

Senate select committee will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing 

but the truth, so help you God ¢ 

Mr. Wuirtey. I do. 





TESTIMONY OF KENNETH M. WHITLEY 


The Cuarrman. State your name, your place of residence, and your 
business or occupation. 

Mr. Wuittey. Kenneth M. Whitley, 1610 Martin Street. I work 
for the United States engineers in Nashville, Tenn. 

The CHarman. You work for the United States engineers? 

Mr. Wuirtey. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman, You waive the right of counsel ? 

Mr. Wurttey. I do. 

The Cuarrman. Proceed, Mr. Kennedy. 

Mr. Kennepy. In December of 1954 you were a draftsman for the 
city planning commission in Nashville, Tenn. ? 

Mr. Wuittey. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And at that time your brother, as I understand it, 
the cab company was on strike or having difficulties; is that right? 

Mr. Wurttey. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. The earlier witness was your brother ? 

Mr. Wurrtey. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. At the end of 1954, December of 1954, you were out 
on the job for the city planning commission ? 

Mr. Wuirtey. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. At that time did you have some ccnversations with 
certain teamster officials ? 

Mr. Wuittey. Well, I was taking pictures of the building next door 
to the teamsters building for the city, and Red Vaughn came running 
out of there. 

Mr. Kennepy. He is the business agent of local 327? 

Mr. Wuittey. He ran out of the door and wouldn’t let me take 
the pictures. 

Mr. Kennepy. He wouldn’t let you take the pictures ? 

Mr. Wuittey. That is right. He thought I was taking pictures of 
the teamsters for my brother. I told him it had nothing to do with 
the Woodbine Cab Co. or with the teamsters; that I was there on 
official business from where I worked. He stood in front of me to 
try to keep me from taking pictures. 

Perry Canaday ran out of the business a little after Red V aughn, 
and he came over and asked Red Vaughn if I worked for Woodbine 
Cab Co. Vaughn told him “Yes. He is his brother.” And Cannady 
hit me. 

Mr. Kennepy. He hit you? 

Mr. Warrier. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Where did he hit you? 

Mr. Wuittey. He hit me in the nose; in the face. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did it break your nose ? 
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Mr. Wurirtey. It knocked it out of place. It stayed out of place 
for about 5 days. It was the eartilage in my nose. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did he hit youa number of times? 

Mr. Wuirtey. No; just one time. After that he ran back into the 
building. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were there a number of witnesses ? 

Mr. Wuirtey. The boss was across the street. 

Mr. Kennepy. Your boss? 

Mr. Wuirtey. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. What was his name ? 

Mr. Wuittey. Jimmy Sharp and Bob House. He also worked at 
the office. 

Mr. Kennepy. What was the other man’s name? 

Mr. Wuirtey. Bob House. 

Mr. Kennepy. What was his position in the planning commission ? 

Mr. Wuir.ey. He worked at the desk for anyone who wanted to get 
a building permit. He filled it out for them. He was also out looking 
the place over where the violation was. 

Mr. Kennepy. So these 2 people, these 2 individuals, saw this assault, 
saw Canaday strike you. Did you decide to swear out a warrant for 
his arrest ? 

Mr. Wuit ey. Yes; right after he hit me two city detectives drive 
around the corner. After we told them what was going on, they asked 
me if I wanted to swear out a warrant, and I toldthem I did. We went 
back to the courthouse and swore out a warrant. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you discuss it with the city attorney ¢ 

Mr. Wuirtey. After we swore out the warrant we went in and talked 
to the city attorney, Mr. Jencks. 

Mr. Kennepy. Robert H. Jencks, Jr. ? 

Mr. Wuittey. I don’t know his other name. 

Mr. Kennepy. The city attorney ? 

Mr. Wurr ey. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did he advise ¢ 

Mr. Wuittey. Well, he thought I should go ahead and prosecute. 

Mr. Kennepy. Hethought you had a strong case? 

Mr. Wuirtey. That is right. He thought that the city ought to 
stand behind their employees. 

Mr. Kennepy. So you decided to go ahead ? 

Mr. Wuirtey. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did the case then come up in the court ? 

Mr. Wuittery. It was postponed a couple of times. After I got 
back upstairs that same time, I asked the boss about it, and he seemed 
to think I should go ahead and prosecute. 

Mr. Kennepy. What was the boss’ name? 

Mr. Wuittey. Mr. Pitts. 

Mr. Kennepy. He suggested you go ahead ? 

Mr. Wuirttey. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. So you cleared it through all channels and everybody 
thought it was a good idea to go ahead and prosecute Mr. Canaday ? 

Mr. Wuirttey. Yes. Even Mr. Pitts’ boss, I think his name is 
Hawkins, I think he is his boss, they had a meeting and called me in 
about a week or 4 or 5 days after it happened, and we were discussing 
itover. They thought it was all right for me to go ahead. But they 
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did say, I think it was Hawkins, that the union was trying to get me 
fired, or get my job, at that time. 

Mr. Kennepy. It-was explained to you right then that the union 
wanted to get you fired ? 

Mr. Wurrtey. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. But you decided to go ahead because all of your 
superiors were behind you ¢ 

Mr. Wuittey. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did the case ever come to trial? Well, prior to the 
date of it ultimately coming to trial, did you have any other conver- 
sations with Mr. oe 

Mr. Wuittey. I did. He called me down to his office and was 

talking to me about dropping the case. He said I could help the man 
across the hall—and the only man across there was the mayor—if I 
dropped it. 

The Carman. Did what? 

Mr. Wuittery. That I could help the man across the hall, if I 
dropped the case. 

The CuHatrrman. Who was the man across the hall ? 

Mr. Wuititey. Mayor West. 

The Cuairman. How would it help him if you dropped the case? 

Mr. Wuittey. Well, he said he had a lot of pressure on him. 

Mr. Kennepy. So what did you say? 

Mr. Wuirtey. He said, “Since you work for the city, you do want 
to help them out,” and I said, “Yes, I want to help them out, but I was 
sort of thinking about my job, too, since the mayor got into it.” 

I told him I would drop it. He told me to call the mayor’s office 
up, after I got back upstairs to my office, and tell them what I was 
going to do. So when I reached back upstairs, I talked to Mr. Sharp 
and Bob House and told them what had happened, and Mr. Sharp 
was sort of disgusted because the city didn’t want to stand behind me. 

I went in and talked to Mr. Pitts and asked him if they could get 
my job if I went ahead and prosecuted, and he said they could, but he 
didn’t think they would. 

Mr. Kennepy. So Mr. Sharp, your immediate superior, become dis- 
gusted with the city for backing down on that and thought you should 
go ahead and prosecute. But. you were still worried about your job 
so you went to Mr. Pitts, who was your top superior, the boss of the 
office 

Mr. Wuittey. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you asked him and he said they could take your 
job, but he did not think they would; is that right? 

Mr. Wuittey. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. So, did you decide to go ahead with it? 

Mr. Wuittey. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Jenks told you to call up the mayor’s office and 
tell them that you planned to drop the case ? 

Mr. Wuittey. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you call the mayor’s office? 

Mr. Wuittey. Yes. The secretary answered and I told her who I 
was and that I was not going to drop the case against Perry Canaday. 
She got excited and told me to come down to the mayor’s office right 
then, that he wanted to talk to me. 
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I told her I would. That was quitting time. I went back and 
told Mr. Sharp and Bob House what happened. Mr. Sharp, he was 
the assistant to Mr. Pitts, he said he was going to go down there with 
me to see why the mayor wanted me to drop ‘the vase and would not 
stand beside me. He and Bob House went to the mayor’s office with me. 

Mr. Kennepy. All three of you went there? 

Mr. Wuittey. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. What happened them? 

Mr. Wuit ey. I knocked on the door and the secretary told me to 
come in. I told her that I was there and wanted to see the mayor and 
Mr. Sharp said he was also with me. She asked what he wanted and 
Bob House, and they said they was with me and wanted to see what 
was going to happen. 

She said the mayor was in conference. 

Mr. Kennepy. She had just told you that the mayor wanted to see 
you immediately ¢ 

Mr. Wuittey. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. But when you got there with these other gentlemen 
she said he was in conference $ 

Mr. Wuir ey. That is right. We waited about 35 minutes for him 
to get out of conference and he never did. Mr. Sharp said he had to go 
home, that he had things to do, so we all three left. I knocked on the 
door and said I had things to do, so we left. 

I think it was the next day that the trial came up and I did 
prosecute. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was he found guilty ? 

Mr. Wuirtey. Well, the judge said that he was going to do more, 
but he had pressure on "him and he couldn’t. It was 5 either $10 or $14 
and court costs. 

Mr. Kennepy. Ten or fifteen dollars fine ? 

Mr. Wuirtey. That is right, plus court costs. 

Mr. Kennepy. Plus court costs / 

Mr. Wuittey. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is all he got? 

Mr. Wuirttey. That is right. 

The CuarrMan. The judge said he wanted to do more, but he had a 
lot of pressure on him ? 

Mr. Wuittey. That is right. 

The Cuatrman. Who isthe judge ? 

Mr. Wuirttey. I don’t know. The city jail was condemned, so I 
had to take it out on a county warrant, even though it happened in 
the city. I don’t know who the judge was. After we left the court- 
room, I said something to Mr. Sharp about it, but there wasn’t any- 
thing else said, even though it was more or less the talk that Mr. Jenks, 
after we got before the judge, he did act like he was trying to do w hat 
he could to get him fined or punished as much as he could, and they was 
talking more or less about him. 

Mr. Kennepy. About whom 4 

Mr. Wuiriey. About Mr. Jenks, how good of a job he did. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Jenks really prosecuted it very diligently, did 
he not ¢ 

Mr. Wuittey. He did. 

Mr. Kennepy. He tried very hard to get Mr. Canaday once he went 
ahead with the case / 
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Mr. Wuittey. That is right, he did. It seemed like that to me, but 
I don’t know whether it was fixed before we went in there or not. 

Mr. Kennepy. He was found guilty and the judge said in court he 
would like to do more, but there was pressure on him ? 

Mr. Wuirtey. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you continue with your job ? 

Mr. Wurttey. I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. For how long? 

Mr. Wuirttey. I stayed there 314 months. Three months, then I 
got fired. 

Mr. Kennepy. You got fired ? 

Mr. Wurrtey. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. For what reason ? 

Mr. Wuirtey. Well, he said he was going to abolish my job. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who said that ? 

Mr. Wuirttey. Mr. Pitts. He called me in his office one afternoon at 
quitting time and told me they were going to abolish my job and get 
somebody else who knew more about layi ing out subdivision, which was 
not my job at that time. 

Mr. Kennepy. He said he was going to get a man who knew a little 
more about laying out subdiv isions? 

Mr. Wuittey. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And that was not your job? 

Mr. Wuittey. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. So you were fired ? 

Mr. Wuirtey. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did they get someone who knew more about laying 
out subdivisions ? 

Mr. Wuirtey. No, the boy they hired was one I told about coming 
down there to try to get a job about a month or 6 weeks before they 
fired me. 

Mr. Kennepy. This was a friend of yours? 

Mr. Wuittey. Thatisright. I went to school with him. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you have more experience or less experience than 
he did? 

Mr. Wuirtey. I had more experience than he did. He had been in 
the Air Force for 4 years. 

Mr. Kennepy. So you had 4 years more experience than he did? 

Mr. Wuirtey. No, hadthree. I had been inthe Army. 

Mr. Kennepy. So you had more experience than he did ? 

Mr. Wurttey. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And he was hired ? 

Mr. Wurrtey. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. You were told they wanted somebody with more 
experience ¢ 

Mr. Wuirtey. That is right. I called him that night and told him 
that they had fired me and he said he was surprised because they had 
hired him that morning. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you ever protest it or question it # 

Mr. Wurriey. No. I wasn’t in the civil-service pool, so I couldn’t 
see about it. 

Mr. Kennepy. That wasthe end of it ? 

Mr. Wurrtey. Yes. 








i a fo 


Te 


th 
br 


to 


te 


IMPROPER ACTIVITIES IN THE LABOR FIELD 7297 


Mr. Kennepy. And you went out and found a new job? 

Mr. Wuittey. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you have any idea why you were fired ? 

Mr. Wuit.ey. I never was told my work was bad. The only thing 
Ican think of is because I prosecuted Perry Canaday. 

The Cuarrman. Are there any questions? 

What did you do to get the punch in the nose? I did not quite catch 
that. 

Mr. Wuirtey. I didn’t do anything. It was on account of my 
brother, he owned the Woodbine Can Co. 

The Cuatrman. And when they found out you were his brother, they 
took a punch at you? 

Mr. Wuittey. That is the way it seemed. 

The Cuatrman. I thought there was some question about the pic- 
tures that you were taking. 

Mr. Wuittey. I was taking pictures of the building next door to 
the union hall. That was my job, to go out and take pictures. When 
I got back into the office, I would draw up a sketch so it could be 
flashed on the screen and when they had a meeting they could study 
it over and talk about the violation, or if anyone wanted to build 
anything, they would talk about it and see if they were to give them 
a permit. 

The CHatrman. You were not taking a picture of the union 
building ¢ 

Mr. Wuirt ey. I was not. 

The CuatrmMan. That was part of your job working for the city, 
to go out and take these pictures ¢ 

Mr. Wurrtey. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And you were in the performance of your duty 
for the city ¢ 

Mr. Wuittey. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. And in the course of the conversation with Can- 
aday and Vaughn—was Vaughn there? 

Mr. Wuirtey. Yes, sir. He was the first one. He was the one 
that wouldn’t let me take the pictures. The only thing Canaday 
did was hit me. 

The CuarrmMan. Canaday hit you after he found out you were the 
brother of the taxicab owner ? 

Mr. Wuirtey. That is right. 

The Cuatrman. Did you hit back ? 

Mr. Wuittey. No, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Were you able to? 

Mr. Wuittry. Well, I was stunned. I was smaller than I am now. 

The CHairMaAn. Sir? 

Mr. Wuir ey. I was stunned, and I was a little bit smaller than 
Iam now. Canaday was a pretty good size. 

The Cuarrman. You couldn't have done much if you hit back, 
could you ¢ 

Mr. Wuittey. No, sir. 

The CuatrmMan. So you just had to take it / 

Mr. Wuirtey. That is right. 

The Cuatrman. Are there any other questions? If not, thank you 
very much. 
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Mr. Kennepy. What was the name of the man they hired to re- 
place you? 

Mr. Wurtiey. Billy Hatler. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you have talked to him since, have you not? 

Mr. Wuirtey. I have. 

Mr. Kennepy. Is he doing about the same work that you were 
doing while you were there / 

Mr. Wurttey. He quit the city a month after he went there. I went 
from the city after they fired me to the United States engineers. He 
is now working for the United States engineers doing the same thing 
that Iam doing. 

Mr. Kennepy. But while he was there, while he held your job, was 
he doing the same thing you were doing ¢ 

Mr. Wuirtry. That isright. He was doing the same thing. 

The Cuarrman. All right; thank you very much. 

The Chair wishes tu make a brief announcement. 

In the course of the testimony we have been hearing, there has been 
testimony that reflects in some degree upon the inefliciency or the in- 
difference of some public officials to per den their duty in connection 
with violence which has been established by the ev idence. 

The Chair does not wish, and I know this committee at no time 
wishes to do anyone an injustice. This testimony does not come from 
the committee. It comes from witnesses who testify under oath and 
who, presumably, should know what they are talking about. So the 
Chair wishes to remind everyone of the rules of the committee, that 
anyone who feels offended, or if testimony has been given that might 
reflect upon them, upon request to appear before the committee, that 
request, I think, will be honored. We have alw ays honored it when- 
ever they requested it. 

If such requests are made, the committee will try to honor the re- 
quest and give them an oppor tunity to be heard. 

The committee will stand in recess until 10: 30 in the morning. 

(Whereupon, at 4 p. m., the hearing in the above-entitled matter was 
recessed, to reconvene at 10:30 a. m., of the following day.) 

(Members present at the taking of the recess were Senators McClel- 
lan, McNamara, and Curtis. ) 





INVESTIGATION OF IMPROPER ACTIVITIES IN THE 
LABOR OR MANAGEMENT FIELD 


TUESDAY, DECEMBER 10, 1957 


Unirtep States SENATE, 
Se.ect CoMMITTEE ON IMPROPER ACTIVITIES 
IN THE LABor OR MANAGEMENT FIELD, 
Washington, D.C. 

The select committee convened at 10:30 a, m., pursuant to Senate 
Resolution 74, agreed to January 30, 1957, in the caucus room Senate 
Office Building, Senator John L. McClellan, (chairman of the select 
committee) presiding. 

Present, Senator John L. McClellan, Democrat, Arkansas; Senator 
Irving M. Ives, Republican, New York; Senator Pat McNamara, 
Democrat, Michigan; Senator Carl T. Curtis, Republican, Nebraska. 

Also present: Robert F. Kennedy, chief counsel; LaVern J. Duffy, 
investigator; James P. McShane, Investigator; Ruth Y. Watt, chief 
clerk. 

The CuHairman. The committee will be in order. 

(Members of the committee present at the convening of the session : 
Senators McClellan, Ives, McNamara, and Curtis.) 

The Cuarrman. Call the first witness. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Shelton P. Keeling. 

The Carman. Do you solemnly swear that the evidence you 
shall give before this Senate select committee shall be the truth, the 
whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Keexrna. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF SHELTON P. KEELING 


The CHarrMan. State your name, your place of residence, and your 
business or occupation. 

Mr. Keerrne. Shelton P. Keeling, 5915 Port View Circle, Chatta- 
nooga, Tenn., and I am a mechanic for Avis Motorent. 

The CHarrMan. Do you waive counsel ? 

Mr. Krretine. Yes; I do. 

Mr. Kennepy. You are a mechanic for what company ? 

Mr. Kretrne. Avis Motorent. 

Mr. Kennepy. How long have you been working in Chattanooga ? 

Mr. Kretrne. I have been in Chattanooga since August of 1955. 

Mr. Kennepy. Prior to that were you located in Nashville, Tenn. ? 

Mr. Keene. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. For Motorent Co., in Nashville, Tenn. ? 

Mr. Kretine. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, in January of 1954, were the teamsters at- 
tempting to organize your company ? 
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Mr. Keetina. They were organized. 

Mr. Kennepy. In the midst of an organization drive ? 

Mr. Keeine. No, sir; they were organized. 

Mr. Kennepy. They were organized ( 

Mr. Krevine. They were already organized. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were the teamsters having a dispute with the com- 
pany, that brought you out on strike ¢ 

Mr. Keene. It was a contract dispute. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you go out on strike at that time ? 

Mr. Keene. Yes, sir; I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. The company went out on strike ? 

Mr. Keetine, Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you one of the pickets ? 

Mr. Keexine. I was. 

Mr. Kennepy. You remained on the picket line for how long ? 

Mr. Keetinc. About 3 weeks I would say ; yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did the picket line continue? 

Mr. Keexine. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you continue? 

Mr. Keexine. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You went back to work ? 

Mr. Keeuine. I went back to work. 

Mr. Kennepy. Why did you go back to work ? 

Mr. Keexine. On account of the practices they were using, and 
they were putting sirup in trucks and things like that. 

Mr. Kennepy. They were putting sirup in the trucks of the com- 
pany ¢ 

Mr. Keene. Yes, sir; the company trucks. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you objected to those kinds of tactics ? 

Mr. Keetinea. Yes, sir; I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did that go on very often; a number of different 
times ? 

Mr. Keretrna. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. That the sirup was put in the trucks ? 

Mr. Keetrne. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you objected to it ? 

Mr. Kerexrnea. Yes, sir; I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. Finally you became disgusted after a period of 
about 3 weeks and went back to work ? 

Mr. Keexine. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Could you tell us, were there any window breakings 
as well as the siruping of the trucks ? 

Mr. Keexine. Not that I recall; no, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were there any other tactics that were used that you 
objected to? 

Mr. Kererine. Nothing more than abuse of the equipment. 

The Cuatrman. How was that done? 

Mr. Keerrna. Putting sirup in and stuff like that. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were there any telephone calls made to any of the 
company officials, that you knew about ? 

Mr. Keexine. Not that I knew of. 

Mr. Kennepy. So you went back to work after a period of about 
3 weeks ? 
Mr. Keexine. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Now, did anything happen to you after you went 
back to work? 

Mr. Kee.ine. Well, my tools were stolen all through the time that 
I continued to work in Nashville. 

Mr. Kennepy. Your tools were stolen ? 

Mr. Keerine. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did i happen very often ? 

Mr. Keerine. Well, I don’t think there was a week passed that I 
didn’t have anywhere ‘from $6 to $25 worth of tools stolen. 

Mr. Kennepy. So about every week, you had from $6 to $25 worth 
of tools stolen ? 

Mr. Keene. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did that happen to the other employees ? 

Mr. Kee.ine. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was there any other kind of harassment ? 

Mr. Keexrina. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. What about in your automobile / 

Mr. Keexine. Oh, yes; the automobile. About every day I would 
have 1 flat and sometimes 4 every day. 

Mr. Kennepy. Every day you would have at least one tire 
punctured ¢ 

Mr. Keerine. From 1 to 4; yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Every day that you came out from work, you would 
find at least one of your tires flat? 

Mr. Keexina. Yes, sir; in the sidewall of the tire, and not in the 
tread. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you try to get new inner tubes, for your inner 
tubes would be worn out if they were punctured every day? 

Mr. Keeine. I got inner tubes in my old car now that look like a 
leopard. 

Mr. Kennepy. How many patches do you think you have on some 
of your inner tubes ? 

Mr. Krexine. I would say some of them have 60 patches on them. 

Mr. Kennepy. And your ‘locker was broken into, was it ? 

Mr. Krerine. Yes, sir; at least 3 or 4 times. 

Mr. Kennepy. Your locker was broken into? 

Mr. Keevina. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was anything taken from your locker? 

Mr. Kerewine. Yes, sir; my clothing and my work clothes and sev- 
eral uniforins were taken, and 3 or 4 pair of workshoes. 

Mr. Kennepy. What about the lock on your toolbox; was that 
broken ? 

Mr. Keene. 3 or 4 times; yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. How much would that cost you ? 

Mr. Keretine. About $2.50 a lock. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did anything else happen to your automobile? 

Mr. Keenine. Yes sir. I had a new paint job on it, and, about 
2 or 3 weeks after it was painted and before it got dry, someone put 
paint remover on it and ruined the paint job, 

Mr. Kennepy. Paint remover? 

Mr. Kerewina. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And was your automobile ever siruped ? 

Mr. Krerine. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Sirup was put in your automobile, and paint re- 
mover was thrown on the car? 

Mr. Keetinea. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And your tires were punctured ? 

Mr. Keexinea. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you ever have all of your tools stolen ? 

Mr. Krexine. Yes, sir; the entire box was stolen at one time. 

Mr. Kennepy. When did that happen ? 

Mr. Keetrne. That I think was in July of 1955, June and July of 
1955. 

Mr. Kennepy. How much were those tools worth to you? 

Mr. Keerine. Well, at one time, I bought, I think, it was about 
$370 worth, at one time. 

The Carman. You have to furnish your own tools; is that the 
practice ? 

Mr. Keexine. Yes, sir. 

The CuHatrman. The mechanic furnishes his own tools? 

Mr. Keexine. That is the practice. 

The CHatrMan. This was a personal loss to you ? 

Mr. Keetine. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did the company help compensate you for the loss? 

Mr. Keexrne. On the entire loss, they did. 

Mr. Kennepy. On what? 

Mr. Keetrna. On the entire loss they did, when they got the whole 
box full; yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. When they got the whole box, the company helped 
you out on that, but these other stealings, or takings, you had to bear 
that alone? 

Mr. Keertna. Yes, sir; I replaced those myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you tie all of this harassment and your clothes 
being stolen and your locks being busted, and your tools being stolen, 
and what happened to your automobile—did you tie that into the dif- 
ficulty that you had with the union about your going out on strike and 
then coming back to work ¢ 

Mr. Kreinc. Y es, Sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You thought it was directly tied to that? 

Mr. Keexine. Absolutely. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know anybody, or could you tell anybody 
who was responsible for any of these acts ? 

Mr. Keexino. No, sir; I couldn’t say; no, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. That strike was settled, and the employees or the 
pickets came back to work, did they ? 

Mr. Kereine. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you ever go out on strike again ? 

Mr. Keevina. Yes, sir; one more time, while I was there. 

Mr. Kennepy. When was that? 

Mr. Keextne. I think that was in the spring of 1955; I am sure it 
was the spring of 1955. 

Mr. Kennepy. What position did you take on that ? 

Mr. Keetine. Well, I didn’t work while they were on strike. 

Mr. Kennepy. You did not work? 

Mr. Keerine. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. For what reason ? 
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Mr. Keetine. Well, my employer said he didn’t think it would be 
safe for me to work while the strike was going on. 

Mr. Kennepy. So you just went home? 

Mr. Kerenina. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you stayed at home / 

Mr. Keretine. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then they opened up a new plant in Chattanooga; 
is that right ¢ 

Mr. Keewine. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And transferred you to Chattanooga because they 
thought it would be safer for you there? 

Mr. Keewine. That isr ight. 

Mr. Kennepy. How long did this harassment keep up on you, Mr. 
Keeling ¢ 

Mr. Keetine. Well, it was more than a year. 

Mr. Kennepy. More than a year? 

Mr. Keevina. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. When all of these things were taking place ? 

Mr. Kretine. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you ever contemplate making peace with the 
union so that these things would stop ¢ 

Mr. Kereine. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Why not? 

Mr. Keewine. Well, I was approached one time by an employee of 
the union and I don’t recall what his name was. He wanted to know 
why I didn’t get right. 

Mr. Kennepy. W hy you didn’t what ? 

Mr. Kretine. Why I didn’t get right and come back in the union, 
and I told him when he cleaned up, I would be glad to. 

Mr. Kennepy. But you were not going back in despite all of these 
things ¢ 

Mr. Keetine. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. You were not going to go back in until they cleaned 
up the local union ¢ 

Mr. Kretine. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Have you had any difficulty since you have been in 
Chattanooga ¢ 

Mr. Krevine. Not a bit. 

The CuarrMan. While you were on the picket line, and while you 
were joining in the strike, did any violence occur other than the sirup- 
ing of the trucks? 

Mr. Kreiina. Not at the plant, sir; no, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Not at the plant? 

Mr. Krenine. No. 

The Cuarrman. That was the only violence that occurred ? 

Mr. Krewina. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Did you take part in it? 

Mr. Kretina. No, sir. 

The CuatrMan. Were you asked to take part in it? 

Mr. Krerine. No. 

The Cuarrman. Who did you protest to, and you said you objected 
to that sort of thing? 
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Mr. Keene. It was just the men I was working with. 

The Cuarrman. You talked to them about it? 

Mr. Keetina. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. You don’t know who in the union, if it was being 
done by the union, was giving the orders? 

Mr. Keexrne. 1 wouldn’t know. 

The CuatrmMan. You would not know that? 

Mr. Kretine. No; I wouldn’t know that. 

The Cuarrman. Are there any further questions ? 

Senator McNamara. I would like to ask a couple of questions. Did 
you report these thefts and siruping of your car to the police? 

Mr. Kretrnea. No, sir; I did not. 

Senator McNamara. Why not? 

Mr. Keettne. Well, I did not think it would be any use. 

Senator McNamara. What do you mean by that? You mean they 
were cooperating with the strikers? 

Mr. Keene. I would not say they were cooperating, no sir, but 
you could not get anything; there would not have been anything done 
about it. 

Senator McNamara. There would not? 

Mr. Keettne. No, sir. 

Senator McNamara. How do you knowthis? Did other people try, 
and nothing happened ? 

Mr. Keretrne. I don’t know of anyone that did. 

Senator McNamara. You just felt in your own mind, without any 
justification, there was no use to report it to the police ? 

Mr. Keettne. I just felt there would be no use. 

Senator McNamara. When you went back to work on this first 
strike, were there several employees or many of your employees back? 

Mr. Krextne. Pardon me? 

Senator McNamara. There were other people working when you 
went back to work, while the strike was still on. There were other 
people working for the company then, too; were there not? 

Mr. Keextna. Yes, sir; but they were not union members. 

Senator McNamara. They were not union members? 

Mr. Keretrnea. No, sir. 

Senator McNamara. You were the only one who had been a union 
member and then went back ? 

Mr. Kreting. One other man did come back. 

Senator McNamara. Were his tools stolen, too, the other man ? 

Mr. Keretrne. Yes, sir; he stayed only about a month, or something 
like that, and he quit. 

Senator McNamara. So they picked on you because you had been 
on strike and then went back, and that is your explanation of why 
you were singled out for this kind of treatment ? 

Mr. Keetine. That is right, sir. 

Senator McNamara. What happened when they put sirup in your 
car? What actually did you have to do to correct it ? 

Mr. Keetrnc. The car had to be overhauled. 

Senator McNamara. What do you mean by “overhauled” ? 

Mr. Keetrne. Well, it had to have new pistons and new rings. 
Senator McNamara. It ruins the pistons? 
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Mr. Krret1ne The motor had to be completely torn down, and over- 
hauled, about $165. 

Senator McNamara. How old was the car ? 

Mr. Kreiine. Well, it was about 4 years old. 

Senator McNamara. Did you have to havea new fuel pump ? 

Mr. Keewrne. No, sir. 

Senator McNamara. The sirup does not get in there? 

Mr. Keerrna. The sirup was put in the crankcase. 

Senator McNamara. Not in the gasoline tank ? 

Mr. Krextna. No, sir. 

Senator McNamara. I see. Is it customary to put it in the crank- 
case, and not in the fuel tank ¢ 

Mr. Keetinea. I don’t know, sir; that is where it was put in mine. 

Senator McNamara. It was put in your crankcase, but you knew 
about siruping of cars, and that is why you went back to work 

Mr. Kerenine. Yes, sir. 

Senator McNamara. Do you know whether they put sirup in the 
crankcase, or in the gasoline tank, on these other cars that caused you 
to go back to work? 

Mr. Kreuine. In the crankcase. 

Senator McNamara. That was the general practice, as far as you 
knew ? 

Mr. Keetrne. Yes. sir. 

Senator McNamara. That is very interesting. 

That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrMan. Thank you very much. You may stand aside. 

Call the next witness. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Keith Draper is the next witness. 

The Cuarrman. Do you solemnly swear that the evidence you give 
before this Senate select committee shall be the truth, the whole truth, 
and nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Draper. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF KEITH DRAPER 


The CHarrMan. State your name and your place of residence and 
your business or occupation. 

Mr. Drarer. My name is Keith Draper, I live at 111 10th Street, 
Madison, Tenn., and I work for American Bakery Co. as a salesman. 

The Cuarrman. In what capacity ¢ 

Mr. Drarer. Salesman. 

The CuarrMan. You waive the right of counsel ? 

Mr. Draper. I do. 

Mr. Kennepy. In the early part of this year, Mr. Draper, were the 
Teamsters Union Local 327 in Nashville attempting to organize the 
American Bakery Co. ? 

Mr. Draper. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you for or against the organizational drive? 

Mr. Draper. I was against it. 

Mr. Kennepy. You were against it ? 

Mr. Draper. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And were you an outspoken critic of the union ? 

Mr. Drarer. In other words, you mean I came out in front of 
everybody? Thatis right, I did. 
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Mr. Kennepy. You were strongly against the union and you made 
your views known, is that right ? 

Mr. Drarver. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you ever have any personal difficulties with the 
unron ¢ 

Mr. Draper. In my previous job I knew of some of the tactics they 
had pulled, or at least I thought they had pulled. In one instance, 
when they were talking about or ganizing the grocery store where I 
worked, Cooper-Martin, the butcher had acid thrown all over his ear, 
and it would have eaten the car up in a short time, if he had not 
found out what happened. 

That was one reason, or one of the reasons, why I was objecting to 
the teamsters coming in. 

Mr. Kennepy. From this personal experience that you have had 
earlier ? 

Mr. Draper. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you assaulted by any representative of the 
union ¢ 

Mr. Drarrer. By Perry Canaday. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who is the business agent of 327 ? 

Mr. Drarrr. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Would you tell us what happened ? 

Mr. Draper. I was at a cafe, and I got ready to leave, and I walked 
in the restroom. 

Mr. Kennepy. This is on September 22, of this year? 

Mr. Draper. That is right. 

I was standing with my back to the door, and I looked around over 
my right shoulder , and when I did, he slugged me on my lefthand side 
of my face. When I came up there, my face came up like a baseball and 
stayed there. 

The Coamman. What did he slug you with ? 

Mr. Draper. I don’t know. 

Mr. Kennepy. You don’t know what he hit you with? 

Mr. Draper. No. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you dazed or knocked out ? 

Mr. Drarer. It knocked me in a daze; yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then he left 

Mr. Draper. I partly fell to the floor, and I did not go all of the 
way down, but I hke to have gone to the floor. My mouth was cut on 
the inside. 

The Cuarrman. Did he give you any warning? 

Mr. Draper. No, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Did he talk to you before ? 

Mr. Draper. No. 

The CoarMan. Just an assault without warning? 

Mr. Draper. In fact I did not know him at the time he hit me. 

The Cuairman. You did not even know him / 

Mr. Draper. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. What steps did you take then ? 

Mr. Drarer. When I came out of the restroom, of course I was 
bleeding, and I sat down there in a booth there, and they brought 
towels and water to absorb the blood, which was streaming out of my 
nose and my mouth. Some of the people i in the cafe told me who it 
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was that followed me in the restroom, said it was Perry Canaday, and 
so | went down and swore out a warrant for him. 

Mr. Kennepy. What kind of a warrant did you swear out? 

Mr. Draper. I swore out a Joe Doe warrant. 

Mr. Kennepy. On whose advice did you swear out a Joe Doe 
warrant ¢ 

Mr. Draper. From the officer who was in the courthouse, and he 
said “If we get a Joe Doe warrant, these other guys around the. court- 
house don’t know who we are looking for, and I will have a better 
chance to pick him up.” 

Mr. Kennepy. He suggested that you just put “Joe Doe,” rather 
than Perry Canaday’s name, actually on the warrant because of the 
fact that the rest of the people around the courthouse, if they found 
out who you were looking for, you might not be able to pick him up? 

Mr. Draper. He would know they were looking for him, and they 
could not pick him up. 

Mr. Kennepy. He thought there would be a better chance to pick 
him up ? 

Mr. Draper. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. The warrant was turned over to this police officer # 

Mr. Draper. Yes, sir; and we went back out to the cafe, and it was 
just about closing time, or they had closed, and I sat in the car, and 
two officers went in, and the cafe owner said that Perry Canaday had 
gone, and he wasn’t there. 

Mr. Kennepy. So what happened after that ? 

Mr. Draper. So they carried me back to the courthouse, and advised 
me to go to the hospital, they thought my jaw was broken, and so I 
went to the hospital, and my jaw wasn’t broken, and after that I went 
home. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you hear anything about it after that ? 

Mr. Drarver. Yes, sir; on Sunday morning. 

Mr. Kennepy. What day was this, that you were hit ? 

Mr. Drarer. It was Saturday night. 

On Sunday morning I got a telephone call at home, asking me would 
I drop charges. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who was the telephone call from? 

Mr. Draper. Fred Pirtle. 

Mr. Kennepy. How do you spell his name? 

Mr. Draper. I am not positive. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who was he? 

Mr. Draper. He was working at the bakery at that time. 

Senator Curtis. What is that? 

Mr. Draper. He was working for the bakery at that time, as a sales- 
man, too. 

Mr. Kennepy. He asked you to drop the charges? 

Mr. Drarer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did you say then? 

Mr. Draper. I did not agree to it right at that time. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did he give you a reason why you should drop them ? 

Mr. Draper. He said that if I dropped them, it would be for my 
benefit, if I would drop them, and there would not be anything else 
to it. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Then what happened? Did you get any other tele- 
phone calls? 

Mr. Draper. We got three more that afternoon. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who were they from? 

Mr. Draper. I do not know who the other three were from. 

Mr. Kennepy. Just anonymous telephone calls? 

Mr. Drarer. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were the calls to you or to your wife? 

Mr. Draper. Well, my wife answered the phone once and they 
talked to her once. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did they say? 

Mr. Draper. Well, they advised her to get me to go and release the 
warrant, or if I didn’t, something might happen to the children or—I 
mean, something might happen to me or it could even happen to the 
children and her. It was for my own benefit that I go do that. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did they say the same things to you? 

- Mr. Draper. Practically the same things. 

Mr. Kennepy. So what did you decide to do then? 

Mr. Draper. Then, I finally got the last telephone call when I 
decided to go drop it. It was from Fred Pirtle, too, the one that 
ealled first. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did he say ? 

Mr. Draper. He asked me if I had changed my mind about what I 
wanted to do. In the meantime, my wife had got all worried, and 
torn up over the situation, and the little girl, too, which is 13. So we 
decided that that was the only thing to do, was to withdraw the 
warrant. So when Pirtle called me the last time, I told him that I 
would. He asked me to come over—to come to the cafe, and that is 
where I went. They did not have the warrant then. 

Mr. Kennepy. He asked you to meet him at the cafe on Septem- 
ber 24% 

Mr. Draper. On Sunday night. 

Mr. Kennepy. That would be Sunday night? 

Mr. Drarer. On Sunday night. I met him there about 6 o’clock. 

Mr. Kennepy. That would be the following day, September 23 ¢ 

Mr. Draper. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. You met him there? 

Mr. Draper. I met Pirtle and Canaday, and the restaurant owner- 
operator, I do not know who it is, and we went in the back room and 

talked, and he thanked me for what I was going to do to drop the 
charges. 

The Cuatrman. Who thanked you? 

Mr. Draper. Perry and Pirtle. 

The Cuatrman. Did he say why he hit you? 

Mr. Draper. He said he reckoned he was just all drunked up. 

The Cuairman. Reckoned he was just all drunked up? 

Mr. Draper. That is what he said. 

The Cuarrman. Did he appear to be drunk when he hit you! 

Mr. Draper. A man couldn’t hit that hard, drunk. 

Mr. Kennepy. So was that the end of it? He didn’t have anything 
with him at that time? 

Mr. Draper. Not at that time. So they asked me to go by the court- 
house, and asked, could I get in by 4 o'clock the next afternoon. I 
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told them no, that Monday was a hard day and I usually got in 
around 6 o’clock on Monday. So they said, “Well, we will see what 
we can do.” So then, when I go to the office on Monday afternoon, 
there was a telephone call there for me to call, and the supervisor had 
the number, and he knew who it was. He said, “Pirtle is trying to get 
hold of you.” I said, “I know what it is about.” So, when I got 
hold of Pirtle, I called him, he said for me to meet him back at this 
cafe and I could sign. 

Mr. Kennepy. Could sign what? 

Mr. Drarer. The warrant, the release on the warrant. So I go 
back to the cafe on Monday night, and Canaday and the restaurant 
operator had the warrant. 

Mr. Kennepy. They had the warrant that had been in the hands of 
the police officer? They had the warrant then themselves? 

Mr. Drarer. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. The warrant which you had sworn out and which 
had been turned over to the police officer 2 days before was now in 
the possession of Perry Canaday, himself? 

Mr. Draper. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know where he got the warrant ? 

Mr. Draper. No, sir; I don’t. 

Mr. Kennepy. This is in Nashville, Tenn. ? 

Mr. Draper. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. You have no explanation as to why he had the war- 
rant and hadn’t been placed under arrest by that time? You hadn’t 
withdrawn the charge at that time, had you ¢ 

Mr. Drarver. No, sir; I had not. 

Mr. Kennepy. If anybody gave him the warrant, he would have 
been under arrest. Can you give any explanation as to how he got 
the warrant without being put under arrest ? 

Mr. Draper. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Or why the warrant was given to him? 

Mr. Draper. He had to get it from an officer or out of the court- 
house, one. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did he want you to do with the warrant? 

Mr. Drarrr. Well, I asked him. I didn’t know how to release any 
warrant, and he said, “Well, you just sign your name right here.” 

Mr. Kennepy. Did he have anything written there? 

Mr. Drarer. I do not remember whether that was on there. It was 
on there when I signed my name, but I do not know whether they 
wrote it on there or whether it was already written on there. 

Mr. Kennepy. You don’t know whether it was written on in your 
presence, is that right ? 

Mr. Draver. Thatisright. I donot remember that. 

The CuHarrmMan. I hand you a photostatic copy of the warrant, I 
believe, about which you have been testifying. Will you examine it 
and state if you identify it. 

(Document handed to the witness. ) 

Mr. Draper. That is it. 

The Cuatrman. Do you identify it? 

Mr. Drarer. That is right. 

The CuHarrman. That may be made exhibit No. 18. 
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(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 18” for ref- 
erence and may be found in the files of the select committee. ) 

The Cuairman. The warrant shows that it was issued against John 
Doe, I believe. It shows it was issued against John Doe, charging 
him with assault and battery upon the person of the prosecutor, and 
your name appears over here as the person of the prosecutor, Keith 
Draper. 

Mr. Draper. That is right. 

The CuarrmMan. You signed this warrant, did you ? 

Mr. Drarver. At the courthouse. 

The Cuatrman, That is your signature / 

Mr. Draper. On the front; yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. And then when you released it, you signed this 
statement on the back of it, it appears. 

Mr. Drarer. I just signed my name on the back of it. I signed that 
statement. 

The Cuatrman. I did not understand you. 

Mr. Drarer. I didn’t write that, “I do not wish to prosecute.” 

The Cuarrman. I know you did not write it, but you signed with 
that on it. 

Mr. Drarer. That is right. 

The Cuamman. The warrant was issued the 22d day of Septem- 
ber 1957 according to the date of it, and on the reverse side there is 
written in pen, “I do not wish to prosecute. 9-23-57,” which was the 
next day. 

Mr. Draper. That isright. That was on Monday night. 

The Cuamman. And your name appears, “Keith “Dr aper.” You 
signed that statement that you did not want to prosecute. 

Mr. Draper. That is right. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is not in your handwriting, “I do not want to 
prosecute” ? 

Mr. Drarer. No,sir. That isnot in my handwriting. 

Mr. Kennepy. That was written by them, is that right ? 

Mr. Draper. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you ever hear from Mr. Canaday again, or 
did you ever hear anything further regarding this matter? 

Mr. Draper. Yes. ‘I don't recall the date, but it seems to me it was 
about 3 or 4 weeks ago. A month to 6 weeks, I will put it that way. 
I was approached at College Grove, Tenn., which is about 30 miles 
south of Nashville, by an ex-employee of the company, which was 
Fred Pirtle. It was in a grocery store. I said, “Boy, what are you 
doing down here?” He said, “Well, I am just riding around.” He 
said, “Perry wants to see you out here.” So I walked on out and 
Perry Canaday was out there. He said, “Get in.” I got in, in the 
back seat of his car. He said, “Has the Tennessean reporter got hold 
of you?” I said, “No.” He said, “W ell, he probably will. When 
he does get ahold of you, you don’t tell him anything. That is 
for the good of you, for the good of you and your family. Just don’t 
tell him : ‘anything. . 

Mr. Kennepy. Who said this to you? 

Mr. Draper. Canaday. 

The Cuatrman. For the good of you and your family ? 
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Mr. Drarer. That is right. So, I agreed to it. I said, “All right.” 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you hear again from them after that ? 

Mr. Draper. Well, that night was when Mr. McShane met me; when 
I come in that night. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. McShane of the staff of this commmittee ? 

Mr. Draper. That is right. That is when he talked with me, was 
that same day that they met me at College Grove. The next day 
they met me at Nolansville. 

Mr. Kennepy. Nolansville? 

Mr. Drarver. That is right. That is about 15 miles south of Nash- 
ville. 

Mr. Kennepy. Canaday again ? 

Mr. Drarer. That is right. So when I come out of the store— 
well, my supervisor was with me, but he stayed in the store. I went 
back to the truck to get some more bread. They hollered at me to 
come to the car. So I walked over the car where they were. And 
he said, “Well, that is just fine.” Of course, it come out in the paper, 
but I wasn’t telling the reporter anything. He said, “That is fine.” 
Of course, the reason I didn’t tell the news reporter was because Mr. 
McShane told me that in case the newspaper called me just to say, “I 
have no comment.” So that is what I did. So it worked both ways. 
He said, “Well, the grand jury will probably indict you, and when 
they do,” he said, “you don’t tell them anything.” 

Mr. Kennepy. That the grand jury would probably call you? 

Mr. Drarer. Would call me. And he said, “If they do, you just 
tell them you don’t know who hit you.” Then he said, “There won’t 
be anything to this.” 

Mr. Kennepy. Did they say what you should say about what your 
condition was at the time, about being drunk or anything? 

Mr. Drarer. Well, they did make a remark most every time when 
they were talking, that they were just all drunked-up. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did they suggest that you say you were drunk, also, 
and didn’t know who hit you? 

Mr. Drarver. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And that suggestion was made at the last meetin 
that you had, that if you were called before a grand jury, you would 
say that ? 

Mr. Draper. And then the grand jury couldn’t do anything. 

Mr. Kennepy. If you said that, the grand jury could not take any 
action ? 

Mr. Drarver. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was that the last time you heard from them ? 

Mr. Draper. Yes; it was. 

= Kennepy. Did you or your wife receive any more telephone 
calls ? 

Mr. Drarer. Well, we have received a lot of calls, but we don’t know 
who is calling. They call my wife and ask if I am at home, and if 
I go to the telephone, nobody is there. Nobody will answer. They 
have already hung up. 

Mr. Kennepy. Have you received many of those telephone calls? 

Mr. Draver. Well, it happens a couple of times every night. 

Mr. Kennepy. Every night? 

Mr. Drarer. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Kennepy. And they are never there when you get to the phone? 

Mr. Draper. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did they ever say anything to your wife if you are 
not there ¢ 

Mr. Drarer. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. They just ask if you are there? 

Mr. Draper. They just ask if I am there. We have left the tele- 
phone off the hook to keep anybody from calling so that they will 
not wake up anybody. 

Mr. Kennepy. What time do the telephone calls come ? 

Mr. Draper. They come at any time in the night. 

Mr. Kennepy. Right straight on through the morning?! 

Mr. Drarer. We have had them as late as 3 o’clock in the morning. 
Most of them are before 12 o’clock. 

Mr. Kennepy. Does this upset your wife ? 

Mr. Draper. Sure it does. She don’t know what will happen to 
her or the children, because she can’t figure out what the object is. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Draper, you signed this release on the warrant 
because you were afraid; isn’t that true / 

Mr. Drarer. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. And now you are still being harassed by these tele- 
phone calls ? 

Mr. Draper. Yes, sir; but they don’t say anything. 

The Cuatrman. | understand. You described what occurred. You 
were also asked to commit perjury if you went before the grand jury, 
to swear you didn’t know who hit you when you do know who hit you? 

Mr. Draper. That is right. 

The Cuarman. That is correct ? 

Mr. Drarver. That is right. 

The Cuamman. Did you think these telephone calls are just to keep 
you reminded that they mean for you to commit perjury when you 
go before the grand jury ? 

Mr. Drarer. Well, that would be what I would think. A friend 
wouldn’t be calling me and doing me that way. 

The CHarmman. Sir? 

Mr. Draper. A friend of mine wouldn’t be calling me and doing 
the family that way. A friend, I say. 

The Cuarrman. Anyone who had your interests at heart wouldn’t 
be calling you and doing you that way; would they? 

Mr. Drarver. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. So you are still under apprehension ? 

Mr. Draper. Yes, sir. 

Senator Curtis. When was the last harassment you were subjected 
to? How long ago? 

Mr. Draper. I didn’t quite get that, please. 

Senator Curtis. When was the last time anybody bothered and 
harassed you ? 

Mr. Draper. When they met me at Nolansville was the last time I 
know 

Senator Curtis. When was that ? 

Mr. Draver. That was before 5 weeks ago, I reckon it was. 

Senator Curtis. That is all. 

The Cuarrman. There are the telephone calls. 
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Senator Curtis. You haven’t received any telephone calls in the 
last 5 weeks ? 

Mr. Draper. Yes, sir; but I don’t know who they were from. 

Senator Curtis. I did not ask you who they were from. I asked 
you when was the last one you received. 

Mr. Drarer. Last Saturday. 

Senator Curtis. Last Saturday ? 

Mr. Draper. Yes, sir. 

Senator Curtis. And that was after it was known you were coming 
down here, too ? 

Mr. Drarer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you did appear before a grand jury; did you 
not ‘ ; 

Mr. Draper. Yes, sir; twice. 

Mr. Kennepy. You were called before the grand jury and you testi- 
fied truthfully ? 

Mr. Draper. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. That was within the last week ? 

Mr. Drarrer. The last week, I think. 

Mr. Kennepy. And Mr. Canaday has been indicted, has he not, for 
the assault ? 

Mr. Drarer. I understood by the paper that he was to be, yesterday. 

Mr. Kennepy. It wasn’t because you had pressed it yourself, but the 
district attorney started to move on this matter ? 

Mr. Draper. Yes, sir; he started to move. He said he had to get 
to work on this case before Washington let it out. 

The Cuairman. Before Washington let it out. Maybe we are doing 
some good down there. 

(At this point, Senator Ives withdrew from the hearing room.) 

Senator McNamara. Mr. Chairman? 

The Cuarrman. Senator McNamara. 

Senator McNamara. You mentioned a Mr. Pirtle. You called him 
Mr. Pirtle. Was he a friend of yours? 

Mr. Draper. I thought he was. It turned out he wasn’t. 

Senator McNamara. He was just somebody that worked with you? 
You were both salesmen, was that the relationship ? 

Mr. Draper. Yes, sir. 

Senator McNamara. Was he present the night you were beaten up? 

Mr. Drarer. He left about, I would say, 3 minutes before I got 
hit. 

Senator McNamara. He had been there, however ? 

Mr. Drarer. Yes, sir. 

Senator McNamara. You thought he was your friend, but it de- 
velops now that because of these instances, you find he is not your 
friend ? 

Mr. Draper. Yes, sir. 

Senator McNamara. Are we to assume that he was friendly to this 
man that beat you up? 

Mr. Draper. Yes, sir. He was with him both times he beat me on 
the highway. 

Senator McNamara. He traveled around with him? 

Mr. Draper. Yes, sir. 
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Senator McNamara. Was he a member of this union that was try- 
ing to organize the place ? 

Mr. Draper. After he left the company, I think he did. 

Senator McNamara. But not at the time? 

Mr. Drarver. Not at that time he wasn’t. 

Senator McNamara. Did they succeed in organizing the plant or 
not? 

Mr. Draper. No, sir. They called off the election. 

Senator McNamara. They called it off ? 

Mr. Drarer. Yes, sir. 

Senator McNamara. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

The Caarrman. Thank you very much. 

Call the next witness. 

(Members present at swearing of the witness were: Senators Mc- 
Clellan, McNamara, and Curtis.) 

Mr. Kennepy. Andrew Mosier. 

The Cuarrman. Do you solemnly swear the evidence you shall 
give before this Senate select committee shall be the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Moster. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF ANDREW T. MOSIER 


The CuarrMan. State your name, your place of residence, and your 
business or occupation, Mr. Mosier. 
Mr. Mostrer. Andrew T. Mosier, Nashville, Tenn., Belle Meade 


Police Department. 


The Cuarrman. You are what? 

Mr. Moster. A lieutenant on the Belle Meade Police Department. 

The Cuarrman. Belle Meade? 

Mr. Moster. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman, Thank you. You waive counsel? 

Mr. Mosier. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Allright, Mr. Kennedy. 

Mr. Kennepy. Where is Belle Meade? 

Mr. Mostrr. Belle Meade is a small suburban—a suburb on the 
western part of Nashville. 

Mr. Kennepy. The western part of Nashville? 

Mr. Moster. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. It is not within the city lines of Nashville? 

Mr. Mosier. It isin Davidson County. 

Mr. Kennepy. You are outside of the jurisdiction of the police 
force of Nashville ? 

Mr. Mostrr. That is right; yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Within the jurisdiction of the sheriff's office ? 

Mr. Mosrer. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Could you tell the committee about the Belle Meade 
Police Department? Itis an unusual arrangement. 

Mr. Moster. Well, the Belle Meade Police Department is privately 
owned by Leo Lucarini. 

The Cuarrman. It is what ? 

Mr. Mostrr. Privately owned. 

The CuarrMan. Privately owned ? 
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Mr. Mosier. Yes, sir. It is a subscription basis. 

Mr. Kennepy. L-u-c-a-r-i-n-i? 

Mr. Moster. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. How does it operate? Will you explain that ? 

Mr. Mosier. We operate through a charging for services, and pro- 
tecting the property of homes and “business places in that area. I have 
been there 24 years. 

The CuarrMan. Are youa deputy sheriff ¢ 

Mr. Mosier. Yes, sir; deputy sheriff or undersheriff. 

The Cuarman. You are under that authority ? 

Mr. Mosier. Yes, sir; under the authority of the sheriff’s office. 

Mr. Kennepy. You are under the sherift’s office, although it is a 
private institution ; is that right ? 

Mr. Mosier. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you also perform work for the public ? 

Mr. Mosier. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Such as what? 

Mr. Mosier. To a certain extent. On school zones, traffic, things 
like that. 

Mr. Kennepy. But basically, it is a private institution ? 

Mr. Mostrr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you take your instructions ultimately from 
the sheriff's office ¢ 

Mr. Moster. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then you allow your deputies to work out on a 
contract basis with companies and with firms and with private 
homes, is that right, to protect property ? 

Mr. Moster. Let me explain that a little bit further. We have a 
watching service, like the Western Electric Co., the guard service. 
We are under contract to them; with Kroger Co., with Locke Hard- 
ware Co., and several other companies where we furnish guards, 
night watchmen. 

Senator Curris. May I ask a question there about the organization ? 

Mr. Moster. Yes, sir. 

Senator Curtis. In other words, you provide a sort of protective 
service that you charge individual citizens and businesses for; is that 
right ? 

Mr. Mosier. That is correct, sir. 

Senator Curtis. But when you act officially, such as making ar- 
rests, you do so under the cloak of authority as a deputy sheriff ? 

Mr. Mosier. That is correct, sir. 

Senator Curtis. Are all of your men deputy sheriffs ¢ 

Mr. Mostrr. Yes, sir. 

Senator Curtis. Every employee / 

Mr. Mosier. No; not every employee. We have several civilian 
employees, such as bookkeeper. But those we have driving out on 
patrol cars and working on jobs like that are deputy sheriffs or 
special deputy sheriffs. 

Senator Curtis. Are all your men subject to the directions and 
control of the sheriff ¢ 

Mr. Mosier. That is right, sir. He can revoke their commission 
at will. 


Senator Curtis. That is all. 
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Mr. Kennepy. In August of 1956, were you requested to provide 
some services for the Wilson Truck Line? 

Mr. Moster. Yes, sir; I was. I was called by Mr. Bransford. My 
chief was called by Mr. Bransford. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. who? 

Mr. Mosier. Mr. Bransford. B-r-a-n-s-f-o-r-d. 

Mr. Kennepy. He called? 

Mr. Mosier. He has the insurance for the Wilson Trucking Line. 

Mr. Kennepy. They wanted some guards out there ? 

Mr. Mostrer. They wanted a couple of guards, yes, sir, to watch 
after the trucks at night. 

. Mr. Kennepy. And you made arrangements to send guards out 
there ? 

Mr. Moster. Yes, sir. I sent two out there. I think that was on 
August 3. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who was attempting to organize the company at 
the time? 

Mr. Moster. I understood it was the teamsters. I didn’t positively 
know. 

Mr. Kennepy. Had there been a good deal of trouble with the 
teamsters in the Nashville area over the period of the past few years? 

Mr. Moster. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. So they wanted some guards on their property at 
the time the teamsters were attempting to organize ? 

Mr. Mosier. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you provided those guards? 

Mr. Mosier. I sent two men out there, yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. How long did they remain out there? 

Mr. Mosier. They remained out there the night of August 3 and 
the night of August 4. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then were they taken off ? 

Mr. Mostue. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. For what reason ? 

Mr. Moster. Mr. Gourley, the acting sheriff at that time, called and 
wanted to know who the men were that were on the job out there. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is Everett Gourley ? 

Mr. Mosier. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. He was the acting sheriff ? 

Mr. Mosier. He was the acting sheriff, after Sheriff Tom Cart- 
wright died. He was delegated to take the office over as coroner. 

Mr. Kennepy. He had been coroner and under the law, when the 
sheriff dies, the coroner becomes sheriff, is that right ¢ 

Mr. Moster. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And he became acting sheriff until a new election ? 

Mr. Moster. Yes, sir; he became sheriff. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, what about Mr. Gourley ? 

Mr. Mosier. Mr. Gourley said I would have to remove the two men 
that were out there. He wanted to know who they were. He said 
I would have to remove them from out there. I called the chief. He 
wasathomeatthetime. I told him. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who was the chief ? 

Mr. Mosrer. Leo Lucarini. The chief called him, I think, and then 
Mr. Bransford—I can’t think of the gentleman’s name at the trucking 
company 








ine, 
tch 
out 

on 
at 
ely 


the 
rs? 


at 


ind 


nd 


en 
Lid 


He 


en 
ng 


IMPROPER ACTIVITIES IN THE LABOR FIELD 7317 


Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Comer? 

Mr. Moster. Yes, sir. They called and wanted to see if we could 
leave them. Finally Mr. Gourley said we could leave them over- 
night, but we would have to remove them. 

Mr. Kennepy. You had them out for one night as of this time, 
when you received the call ¢ 

Mr. Moster. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And he said you could keep them out there for one 
night longer / 

Mr. Moster. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Wilson Truck Lines were paying for these men, 
were they not ? 

Mr. Moster. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And that is a service that the Belle Meade Police 
Department was supposed to provide. Why did he say he wanted 
those people removed? What did he explain to you as the reason he 
wanted those people removed 4 

Mr. Mosier. He said that they had told him, although he didn’t 
want to stick his neck out 

Mr. Kennepy. Why didn’t he want to stick his neck out? What 
was the problem ? 

Mr. Moster. I don’t know, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. He just said, “I don’t want to stick my neck out.” ? 

Mr. Moster. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did he say anything about what was involved in 
this matter ? 

Mr. Mosier. I imagine he didn’t want to get into the labor end of 
it. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did he say that to you? 

Mr. Mostrer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. That he did not want to get into a question of labor? 

Mr. Mosier. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And if there was labor violence, he didn’t want to 
get involved ? 

Mr. Mostrer. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did he say also that people had been on his neck, 
and that there was pressure being put on him ? 

Mr. Moster. He said they had called him about the men that were 
out there on the job. 

The caeeeee Who did he mean by “they’ 

Mr. Mosier. I don’t know, sir. He sent coe of his deputies out 
there to find out who the men were that were on the job. He didn’t 
know if they were his men or what the men were at the time. So when 
his men came out there, they found out that my two men had deputy 
coroner’s commissions, and that is when he ‘called to find out shout 
it, and have us pull the men off the job. 

Mr. Kennepy. What steps did he say he would take? 

Mr. Moster. He said he would have to take up the cards if we 
didn’t pull them off. 

Mr. Kennepy. He said if you didn’t get the men out of there, he 
was going to withdraw the commission ? 

Mr. Mostrer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. So he felt very strongly about it ? 
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Mr. Moster. I imagine so, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You gathered that ? 

Mr. Moster. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you removed those guards then ? 

Mr. Moster. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. They only stayed the one more night ? 

Mr. Moster. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Had you had any complaints about them other- 
wise? Had they been involved in anything improper, or anything 
like that ? 

Mr. Moster. Complaints about who, sir? 

Mr. Kennepy. About these guards that were out there? Had they 
been performing their duties improperly or anything like that? 

Mr. Moster. No sir, I had no complaints. 

Mr. Kennepy. Nobody said anything about that ? 

Mr. Moster. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. It was just the fact that some people had called 
him and he wanted these people removed because he didn’t want to 
get involved in a labor dispute or get involved where union violence 
might arise, is that right ? 

Mr. Moster. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you tell Mr. Lucarini about the conversation ? 

Mr. Moster. Yes, sir. Mr. Lucarini had conversations also on 
that. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Lucarini, Mr. Chairman, had a heart attack 
and was unable to come, but he has furnished an affidavit which I 
think suffices. 

The Cuarrman. The Chair will read the body of the affidavit. It 
may be inserted in the record at this point in full. 

I, Leo Lucarini, chief of the Belle Meade Police Department, on August 4, 
1956, was advised by one of my officers, Lt. Andrew T. Mosier, that Acting 
Sheriff Everett Gourley had notified Mosier by telephone that the Belle Meade 
police guards would have to be pulled off the Wilson Truck Co. property. 
Mosier also related to me that he had been told by Gourley that the teamster 
officials from local 327 in Nashville were on his neck to remove the police guards 
from the Wilson Truck Co. property. I called Sheriff Gourley in reference to 
this problem and he advised me that I would have to pull the guards away from 
the strike area because he was afraid of becoming involved in a lawsuit. He 
stated that there had been some trouble between the pickets and the Belle 
Meade police guards the night before, and that some of the pickets threw rocks 
at the officers, and that he, Gourley, was afraid one of the officers might pull his 
gun and shoot a picket which would result in Gourley becoming involved in a 
lawsuit. I asked Sheriff Gourley if I should pull the men off immediately and 
leave the truck company without any protection, and he advised me to wait until 
the next morning. The next morning at my direction the two police officers 
were relieved from duty at the Wilson Truck Co. in Nashville, Tenn. 


(Affidavit referred to follows :) 


AFFIDAVIT 









I, Leo Lucarini, who reside at 118 Windsor Drive, Nashville, Tenn., freely 
and voluntarily make the following statement to LaVern J. Duffy who has 
identified himself to me as a member of the staff of the United States Senate 
Select Committee on Improper Activities in the Labor Management Field. No 
threats, force or duress has been used to induce me to make this statement, nor 
have I received any promise of immunity from any consequences which may 
result from submission of this statement to the aforementioned Senate select 
committee. 
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I, Leo Lucarini, chief of the Belle Meade Police Department, on August 4, 
1956, was advised by one of my officers, Lt. Andrew T. Mosier, that Acting Sheriff 
Everett Gourley had notified Mosier by telephone that the Belle Meade police 
guards would have to be pulled off the Wilson Truck Co. property. Mosier also 
related to me that he had been told by Gourley that the teamster officials from 
jocal 327 in Nashville were on his neck to remove the police guards from the 
Wilson Truck Co. property. I called Sheriff Gourley in reference to this prob- 
lem and he advised me that I would havet o pull the guards away from the 
strike area because he was afraid of becoming involved in a lawsuit. He stated 
that there had been some trouble between the pickets and the Belle Meade police 
guards the night before, and that some of the pickets threw rocks at the officers, 
and that he, Gourley, was afraid one of the officers might pull his gun and 
shoot a picket which would result in Gourley becoming involved in a lawsuit. 
I asked Sheriff Gourley if I should pull the men off immediately and leave 
the truck company without any protection, and he advised me to wait until the 
pext morning. The next morning at my direction the two police officers were 
relieved from duty at the Wilson Truck Co. in Nashville, Tenn. 

I have read the foregoing statement, and to the best of my knowledge it is 
true and correct. 


/s/ Leo LUCARINI. 

Witnesses : 

LAVERNE J. DUFFY. 
Lucy C. TERRELL. 

Sworn to and subscribed before me this 24 day of July 1957. 

My commisssion expires November 27, 1960. 

[SEAL] /8/ Nettie F. Kinsey, Notary Public. 

The Cuatrman. Is there anything further ? 

Senator McNamara. Were you hired by the sheriff or by Mr. 
Lucarini ¢ 

Mr. Mosier. Lucarini. 

Senator McNamara. Who hired you? 

Mr. Moster. Mr. Lucarini. 

Senator McNamara. Mr. Lucarini hired you? 

Mr. Moster. Yes, sir. 

Senator McNamara. And he arranged for you to be deputized as 
asheriff ¢ 

Mr. Moster. That is right, sir. 

Senator McNamara. You were not a deputy sheriff before you took 
the job ? 

Mr. Mostrer. No, sir. 

Senator McNamara. Do you receive any pay from the sheriff's 
office ¢ 

Mr. Mostrr. No, sir. 

Senator McNamara. Your pay totally comes from this private 
police ¢ 

Mr. Mosier. The Belle Meade Police Department, yes, sir. 

Senator McNamara. Which is a private agency / 

Mr. Moster. It is a private agency. 

Senator McNamara. Do you know by what authority they operate ? 
Do they have a charter or permit or something? They must have 
some authority to operate from the county or the city or something. 

Mr. Moster. From the county. 

Senator McNamara. From the county ? 

Mr. Moster. The sheriff’s department. The sheriff commissions 
the police. We have several of these little private police departments 
around the Nashville area. 
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Senator McNamara. What is your duty mainly? To go around 
to individual householders and see that the doors are locked and the 
garages closed ? 

Mr. Mosier. That is correct. People would subscribe to us where 
if they are leaving home and are going to be away from home for a 
week or 2 weeks, they give us a call and tell us how they are going to 
leave their home, and then our patrol cars go by. It is mostly a 
glorified night- watchman service. 

Senator McNamara. How much do the individual householders 


ay? 

eikitor: McNamara. $18 a year? 

Senator McNamara. 18 a year? 

Mr. Moster. Yes, sir. 

Senator McNamara, That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Curtis. How long have you been in this police work? 

Mr. Moster. Ten years, sir. 

Senator Curtis. During that time, has this word come down from 
the sheriff's office to not get involv ed in crime and violence with any 
other group besides the unions? 

Mr. MosteEr. No, sir. 

Senator Curtis. They never told you to lay off of children who 
might commit a crime? 

Mr. Moster. I don’t quite understand that, sir. 

Senator Curtis. What I mean is they have never picked out any 
other group, children or any profession or any nationality, or any 
businesses, and say, “Don’t ever bother them”? 

Mr. Moster. Only where the law is violated, we usually take that 
into our own concern. 

Senator Curtis. But this special direction, not to get involved in 
union violations is something that in your experience has only been 
carried out in reference to unions, is that r ight ¢ 

Mr. Mosier. That is right, sir. I don’t like to get into any kind 
of violence, if I can help it. 

Senator Curtis. But so far as you know, that was the only group 
that were permitted to live outside the law ? 

Mr. Moster. Which was the only group? 

Senator Curtis. The unions. 

Mr. Mosier. I imagine so, sir. 

The Carman. All right. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Everett Comer. 

The CuatrmMan. Do you solemnly swear that the evidence you shall 
give before this Senate select committee shall be the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Comer. I do. 






TESTIMONY OF EVERETT G. COMER 


The CHarrman. State your name and your place of residence and 
your business or occupation. 

Mr. Comer. My name is Everett G. Comer; resident, 3703 Wood- 
mont Lane, Nashville, Tenn. I am president and gener: a manager 
of Wilson Trucking C o., home office in Nashville, Tenn. 


The Cuamman. You waive the r ight of counsel ? 
Mr. Comer. I do. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Comer, you were having some problems with 
the teamsters union, were you, in 1956? 

Mr. Comer. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. And they went out on strike? 

Mr. Comer. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you felt that you needed some guards to pro- 
tect your property ; is that right ? 

Mr. Comer. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you contacted the Belle Meade Police Depart- 
ment, Mr. Lucarini ? 

Mr. Comer. I believe the contact was made by one of our stock- 
holders who in turn had Lieutenant Mozier get in touch with me. 

Mr. Kennepy. And guards were assigned in early August of 1956? 

Mr. Comer. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. Around the 2d or 3d of August of 1956 ? 

Mr. Comer. Yes, the 3d, I think. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, I understand from the previous witness that 
they only remained a couple of days, but I believe your records showed 
that they stayed about 10 days, the guards. 

Mr. Comer. Yes. Our record based on payments to those guards, 
indicate that they were there from the 3d until the morning of the 
12th. 

Mr. Kennepy. But anyway, at that time were you told those guards 
would have to be removed ? 

Mr. Comer. I was told by one of our supervisors who had been on 
duty at the warehouse the night of the 1ith, a Saturday night, the 
11th, that it appeared these guards would not be back. However, he 
had not been there all night himself and he said that I had better 
call McCloskey, who was the man who had been there all night and 
get the story. That I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. Will you recite that? 

Mr. Comer. McCloskey reported that during the evening of Sat- 
urday two men who identified themselves as being from the sheriff’s 
office had driven across the picket line and into our lot. Of course he 
went back immediately, not knowing who they were, to investigate. 
He asked them why they were there. 

He was told that they wanted to talk to these two guards and 
wanted to know if there was any objection and he said “No.” 
McCloskey said, “Well, I am also a commissioned deputy from the 
sheriff’s office and if there is any trouble, I think that I can take 
care of it.” 

They said, “We would like to talk to them.” So they talked to 
them and left. Later in the night, I believe it was reported sometime 
after midnight probably, that these guards received a telephone call 
from their office, which was the Belle Meade patrol. 

The identity of the person calling was not known, but when this 
guard left the phone, he said it looked like they were not going to be 
able to return for duty the next night. He was asked why and he 
said, “Well, the sheriff called the office, the Belle Meade office, and told 
them that these men should be removed and in fact they would have to 
remove them.” 

The guard further stated that it was because the sheriff had said 
that if they did come back out there, he would have to cancel their 
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commissions. So I then got in touch with Lieutenant Mozier of the 
Belle Meade patrol and asked him what the trouble was, and he said, 
well, that was substantially correct. They had been ordered not to 
send those men back out there anymore. He wanted to know if there 
was anything I wanted him to do and I said, “No, I want to get in 
touch with acting Sheriff Gourley and see why he has put out such 
an order.” 

For 2 or 3 hours I was not successful in qeune in touch with him. 
Shortly after noon, that was on Sunday, I did reach him at home. 
I asked him if he knew why I had employed those men and I wanted 
to explain to him that they were strictly on guard duty out there 
and that we had a fence now in front of the “pli ce, Our protective 
fence, and that we had over $2 million worth of brandnew equipment 
setting over there. 

I explained that they were not employed as strikebreakers, nor 
to have anything to do with the picket line, but to protect that prop- 
erty, and as far as trouble with the union or picket line was con- 
cerned, I did not anticipate any because we were not trying to operate 
as employees would not cross the picket line and we were shut down 
100 percent, so I did not anticipate any trouble with the picket line 
nor the union. 

All I wanted was to protect that property, that it would be very easy 
for someone to slip into that lot and pour sirup into the engines and 
we would know nothing about it until we tried to start them again. 
I asked first, in the early part of the conversation, what the complaint 
was that I heard had been registered and who made it. 

He said, well, all he could s say was that there had been a complaint 
that they had interfered in some way with the picket line. I never 
learned who made the complaint. 

I said to him, “Sheriff Gourley, anyone who says those men have 
had anything to do with that picket line at all, they are lying.” He 

said, “Well, I can’t help that, but we can’t afford to have : any trouble 
with these unions.” He said, “A couple of years ago, during the rail 
strike, our office was severely criticized for some things that went on 
and we are just not going to take any part in these labor troubles.” 

I said, “Sheriff Gourley, I am not asking you to take any part in it. 
All I want is some guard service, and if you can’t furnish it m: aybe I 
will have to make other arrangements. But I want to reiterate that 
I did not employ them or they were there strictly under my personal in- 
structions to protect the property of Wilson Trucking Co. and that 
is all.” 

I hung up and I called Lieutenant Mozier back and told him that the 
sheriff had not given in and that I would have to make some other ar- 
rangements. Lieutenant Mozier agreed to assist me in getting other 
gui ards and getting them, maybe, out of the ranks of constables in the 
county over which the sheriff’s office had no control. 

I thanked him and told him that I thought I had a guard service 
organized within our supervisory personnel and that if I needed him 
I would call him back, which I did not. 

Mr. Kennepy. So the sheriff, in other words, told you that you could 
not have guards to protect your property because there was a labor 
union involved ; is that r ight ? 
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Mr. Comer. Well, he didn’t say that because the labor union was 
involved ; he just said 

Mr. Kennepy. Because there was a labor dispute? 

Mr. Comer. Yes; that is right, and he couldn’t afford to have any 
troubles with the unions. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is all. 

Senator McNamara. I see you referred to this organization as the 
Belle Meade patrol, and the previous witness referred to it as the Belle 
Meade Police Department. What is the official name; do you know? 

Mr. Comer. I believe it is now the Belle Meade Police Department 
and I believe when it was originally organized it was known as the 
Belle Meade patrol. 

Senator McNamara. How large is this community, Belle Meade? 
What is the approximate population ? 

Mr. Comer. I don’t know. It is really a part of Nashville. It is 
incorporated at this time; but, actually, I couldn’t say. 

Senator McNamara. It is actually part of Nashville? 

Mr. Comer. It is one of the principal residential areas. 

Senator McNamara. Of Nashville? 

Mr. Comer. Yes, sir, of Nashville. 

Senator McNamara. Then, is it normally covered by the Nashville 
Police Department ? 

Mr. Comer. No, it is outside the city limits. 

Senator McNamara. They have no police department of their own? 

Mr. Comer. No, other than this Belle Meade patrol. 

Senator McNamara. Which isa private organization ? 

Mr. Comer. Yes. 

Senator McNamara. So they depend totally on the sheriff’s office for 
police protection ¢ 

Mr. Comer. Well, this area depends to some extent on the sheriff’s 
office, those who don’t subscribe to this privately operated organization. 

Senator McNamara. If you do not subscribe to this privately oper- 
ated patrol, or police force, then you are dependent upon the sheriff’s 
office for police protection ? 

Mr. Comer. That is correct. 

Senator McNamara. Do you now have an agreement with the 
teamsters union ¢ 

Mr. Comer. Yes, sir. 

Senator McNamara. You are operating a union shop now ? 

Mr. Comer. Yes, sir. 

Senator McNamara. For all of your employees? Are all of the 
truckdrivers members of the teamsters union ¢ 

Mr. Comer. Yes, sir. 

Senator McNamara. That is all. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you very much. Call the next witness. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Gourley. 

The Cuatrman. Do you solemnly swear that the evidence you shall 
give before this Senate select committee shall be the truth, the whole 
truth and nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Gourtry. I do. 
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TESTIMONY OF EVERETT E. GOURLEY 


The CuatrMan. State your name and your place of residence and 
your business or occupation. 

Mr. Gour.ey. Everett E. Gourley, 2802 West Linden, Nashville, 
Tenn., and I sell automobiles, and also, I am coroner of Davidson 
County. 

The CuatrMan. Do you waive the right to counsel ? 

Mr. Gourtry. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamrman. Under your laws of the State of Tennessee, if the 
sheriff dies or the office of sheriff becomes vacant, does the coroner 
automatically succeed to that office as acting sheriff ¢ 

Mr. Gourtey. That is right. 

The CuHamman. Proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you succeed to the office of acting sheriff on 
March 23, 1956 ? 

Mr. Gourtry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You were sheriff then, or acting sheriff, in August 
of 1956 at the time of the difficulties between the teamsters and the 
Wilson Trucking Lines? 

Mr. Gourtry. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you have some conversations with Lieutenant 
Mozier regarding the removal of the guards that had been stationed 
at the Wilson Truck Lines? 

Mr. Gour.tey. I talked to someone out there and I don’t remember 
who it was, before I talked to the chief. I talked to the chief about 
it later. 

Mr. Kennepy. Had you been approached by any teamster officials 
prior to that about removing the guards? 

Mr. Gourtey. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you tell Lieutenant Mozier that the guards 
must be removed ? 

Mr. Gourtey. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You told him that the guards were to be removed, 
is that right ? 

Mr. Gourtry. Yes,sir. I don’t think that I said “must,” and I said 
I thought it would be a good idea. 

Mr. Kennepy. You said if they were not removed their commissions 
would be lifted ? 

Mr. Gourtey. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You never had any conversation like that? 

Mr. Gourtry. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. The testimony to the contrary is not correct? 

Mr. Gourtry. I do not remember making that statement. 

Mr. Krennepy. Do you think that you might have made that state- 
ment ? 

Mr. Gourtey. I could have, but I don’t see where I would have be- 
cause it was not necessary to make a statement like that if they removed 
them. They usually cooperate on those things. 

Mr. Kennepy. You understood that they would be removed when 
you gave the instructions ? 

Mr. Gourtey. That is right. 
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Mr. Kennepy. But you say that prior to the time that you ordered 
their removal, that you had not had any conversations with the 
teamsters officials ? 

Mr. Gourtry. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. For what reason did you order their removal? 

Mr. Gourtey. I just thought we were supposed to be—there had 
been no violence out there and we were the law-enforcing group in 
Davidson County and we had not heard from anyone in the Wilson 
Trucking Co. about there being any violence and I just thought that 
we would be better off and everybody would be better off or concerned 
in not having anyone go. 

I knew we were within 3 minutes and we had men patrolling that 

lace all of the time in a car, uniformed men, and I figured that would 
really have more effect than men in civilian clothes, anyway. 

The Crarrman. Did you call them off from other places? They 
had the Belle Meade Police Department or agency out there serving a 
lot of people. They had deputy sheriff commissions. 

Mr. Gourtey. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. They were assigning them around to serve people 
wherever people wanted that service. Did you call them off anywhere 
else ? 

Mr. Gourtry. No, sir; I did not know there was any others going on 
like that. 

The Cuarrman. You knew what that department does out there? 

Mr. Gourtry. They had permission to patrol Belle Meade and 
look after homes and residences out there. 

The Cuarrman. And property, that is the same thing as looking 
after a home, or looking after any other business, the same thing as 
looking after this property, was it not? There was not a bit of 
difference ? 

Mr. Gourtry. It is probably under the same category. 

The CuairMan. But you called the others off ? 

Mr. Gourtry. No, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. Why did you single out this one and call it off ? 

Mr. Gourtey. I just thought it was the best thing to do. 

The Cuatrman. Why did you think it ? 

Mr. Gourtey. That was my better judgment. 

The Cuatrman. That was your better judgment ? 

Mr. Gourtey. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. What was your worst? You knew you called them 
off to appease somebody, and who was it ? 

Mr. Gourtey. No, sir; I did not. There was no one approached me 
on it at all. 

The CuarrMan. No one at all? 

Mr. Gourtry. No, sir. 

The CuHatrmMan. How did you find out the guards were out there? 

Mr. Gourtry. There were a couple of deputies that went out to this 
place, and I suppose they talked to someone, and they called me about 
that night and asked me to come out there, and I went out and sat 
across the street about 30 minutes and watched them, and there was no 
violence and nothing going on wrong, and I just thought 
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The Cuarrman. There is no violence out here on this street right 
now, and do you think the police ought to be called off? That makes 
sense, does it not? Itisaboutthe silliest thing I ever heard. 

Proceed, Mr. Kennedy. 

Mr. Kennepy. According to the affidavit that we have from Mr, 
Lucarini, you told him that teamster officials had been on your neck to 
get these people out there and get these guards out of there. 

Mr. Gourtey. I don’t remember making that statement. 

Mr. Kennepy. According to Mr. Mozier , who also testified, he 
testified to the same thing, and Mr. Comer testified to the same thing, 
and these are three different witnesses who all testified to the fact that 
you reported to them that there was pressure on you to get these people 
out of there and get these guards out of there. 

Mr. Gourtey. I don’t remember making that statement. 

Mr. Kennepy. You made it, evidently, according to their sworn 
testimony and the sworn affidavit; you made it to three different indi- 
viduals. You had a lot of trouble in that area, had you not? 

Mr. Gourtry. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You had not had a lot of trouble in Nashville area? 

Mr. Gourtry. Not while I was there. 

Mr. Kennepy. You had only been acting sheriff for a couple of 
months ? 

Mr. Gourtey. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Hadn’t you had a lot of trouble in that area with 
the teamster violence ? 

Mr. Gourtry. I was not familiar with it. 

Mr. Kennepy. What is that ? 

Mr. Gourtey. I was not familiar with it. 

Mr. Kennepy. You were not familiar with it and you were acting 
sheriff and you did not know what trouble or difficulties they were 
having there? 

Mr. Gourtry. They were not having any when I was there. 

Mr. Kennepy. But you had only been sheriff for 2 months? 

Mr. Gourtey. That is the reason I was not familiar with it. 

Mr. Kennepy. You did not find out what was going on there, Mr. 
Gourley? You did not find out what had tr anspired i in the past ? 

Mr. Gourtry. That is the reason I didn’t think there was any use 
of those men going out there. 

Mr. Kennepy. You just closed your eyes prior to the time that you 
took office as sheriff ; is that right ? 

Mr. Gourtey. No. 

Mr. Kennepy. Look at all of these acts of violence that took place 
in 1953, 1954, and 1955 to the middle of 1956. There were more than 
100 in the Nashville area. You did not know anything about it? 

Mr. Gourtey. I did not know anything going on in 1956. I knew 
about the others. There wasn’t any strike going on or any trouble 
when I was in there. 

Mr. Kennepy. You say you took over as acting sheriff and you 
did not know about any of the acts of violence, although there had 
been more than 100 in the prior 2 years, in the Nashville ar ea, and you 
did not know anything about that? And despite the testimony of 
two witnesses and an affidavit of a third, that you took these guards 
off because of union pressure, you deny that, too? 
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Mr. Gourtey. I don’t remember making that statement. It could 
have been made in a conversation and not from the fact. I had not 
had any pressure but I might have been anticipating some. 

Mr. Kennepy. Why would you anticipate some ¢ 

Mr. Gourtey. There could have been some, like I had read about 
in the past. 

Mr. Kennepy. What is that? 

Mr. Gourtey. The teamsters union, there could have been some 
violence brought up and I was just working at what I thought was 
the best thing t to do. 

Mr. Kennepy. It does not make any sense at all. 

Senator Curtis. Do you know Perry Canaday ¢ 

Mr. GourLey. No, sir. 

Senator Curris. Did you ever see him in your life ¢ 

Mr. Gourtry. Not that I know of. 

Senator Curtis. Did you ever talk to him? 

Mr. Gourtey. No, sir. 

Senator Curtis. Did you ever receive a letter from him ? 

Mr. Gour.ey. No, sir. 

Senator Curtis. Did you ever have a telephone conversation with 
him ¢ 

Mr. Gourtey. No, sir. 

Senator Curtis. Do you know Bobby Marston ? 

Mr. Gourtey. No, sir. 

Senator Curtis. You never have seen him ? 

Mr. Gourry. No, sir. 

Senator Curtis. You never have had a talk with him by telephone or 
otherwise ¢ 

Mr. Gour.ey. No. 

Senator Curtis. Do you know Sam Peters? 

Mr. Gourtey. No, sir. 

Senator Curtis. You never have seen him or heard of him? 

Mr. Gourtery. No, sir. 

Senator Curtis. You never received a telephone conversation from 
him ? 

Mr. Gourtey. No, sir. 

Senator Curtis. Do you know C. B. Richardson, sometimes known 
as Shorty Richardson ¢ 

Mr. Gourtey. No, sir. 

Senator Curtis. You never have seen him ¢ 

Mr. Gourtey. No, sir. 

Senator Curtis. You never have talked to him ? 

Mr. Gourtey. No, sir. 

Senator Curtis. You never had a telephone conversation with him ? 

Mr. Gourtey. No, sir. 

Senator Curtis. Do you know Mr. Ed Smith? 

Mr. Gourtry. No, sir. 

Senator Curtis. Do you know what office he holds in the local 
teamsters union ¢ 

Mr. Gourtry. No, sir. 

Senator Curtis. You never have talked to him ? 

Mr. Gourtry. No, sir. 
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Senator Curtis. You never have received any communication from 
him whatsoever ? 

Mr. Gourtey. No, sir. 

Senator Curtis. Do you know Mr. W. A. Smith? 

Mr. Gourtey. No, sir. 

Senator Curtis. Do you know a Smith referred to as “Hard of 
Hearing Smitty” ? 

Mr. GourLey. No, sir. 

Senator Curtis. Did you ever hear of him ? 

Mr. Gourtey. I have seen in the papers in the last few days, I have 
read something about him. 

Senator Curtis. You have never seen him ? 

Mr. Gourtry. No, sir. 

Senator Curtis. You never have had a conversation with him ? 

Mr. Gour.ey. No, sir. 

Senator Curtis. By telephone or otherwise 

Mr. Gourtey. No, sir. 

Senator Curtis. Do you know Mr. Ralf G. Vaughn, also known as 
“Red” Vaughn ? 

Mr. Gourtey. I believe I met him downstairs a few minutes S ago, 
I met someone down there. I believe that was his name. 

Senator Curtis. You talked with somebody downstairs? 

Mr. Gourtey. Just in the office down there and someone introduced 
me to him. 

Senator Curtis. Who introduced him to you? 

Mr. Gourtey. I believe Mr. Cartwright. No; I think he came up 
and talked with me and I think Mr. McShane was there when he 
came in. I think that was the man. 

Senator Curtis. That was Sheriff Cartwright who introduced you! 

Mr. Gour.ey. I don’t know whether he came up. He came up 
and shook hands with both of us and I didn’t know who the man was 
at the time. 

Senator Curtis. That was in the committee office downstairs? 

Mr. Gourtry. That is right. 

Senator Curtis. The sheriff introduced you to “Red” Vaughn? 

Mr. Gourtey. No; I don’t think he introduced him. He Just came 
up and shook hands with me and he told me when he was gone, that 
that was his name. 

Senator Curtis. Had you ever seen him before ? 

Mr. Gourtey. Not to my knowledge; no, sir. 

Senator Curtis. Did you ever talk to him on the telephone? 

Mr. Gourtey. No, sir. 

Senator Curtis. You never received any communication from him 
whatsoever ? 

Mr. Gourtey. No, sir. 

Senator Curtis. Do you know Mr. Don Vestal ? 

Mr. Gourtey. No, sir. 

Senator Curtis. You never have seen him? 

Mr. Gourtey. No, sir. 

Senator Curtis. You never received a letter from him or a tele- 
phone conversation ? 

Mr. Gourtey. No, sir. 
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‘Senator Curtis. Do you know Mr. H. G. B. King, the attorney for 
the teamsters union ? 

Mr. Gourtey. What is that name again? 

Senator Curtis. H. G. B. King. 

Mr. Gourtey. No, sir. 

Senator Curtis Do you know any officers, agents or employees of 
the teamsters union in the Nashville area? 

Mr. Gourtry. I don’t believe I know a one of them; no, sir. 

Senator Curtis. With whom did you talk about this matter of 
guards at the Wilson Trucking Co., before you proceeded to have the 
guards withdrawn ? ; 

Mr. Gourtey. There were two deputies that worked with the 
sheriff’s office who were out at this place, and they were the only ones 
I talked to. 

Senator Curtis. What were their names? 

Mr. Gourtey. One of them was Thompson and the other was John- 
son. 

Senator Curtis. What is Thompson’s first name? 

Mr. Gourtry. George Thompson. 

Senator Curtis. Where does he reside? 

Mr. Gourtey. He lives in Nashville. He works out of the sheriff’s 
office there. 

Senator Curtis. He is still employed there? 

Mr. Gourtry. I believe so. 

Senator Curtis. What is Johnson’s first name? 

Mr. Gour.ey. I believe it is L. E. Johnson. 

Senator Curtis. Who else did you talk to about it ? 

Mr. Gour.ey. No one. 

Senator Curtis. Before you withdrew the guards. 

Mr. Gour.try. No one. 

Senator Curtis. Did anyone talk to you about it ? 

Mr. Gourtry. No, sir. 

Senator Curtis. Did you receive any telephone conversation from 
anyone with reference to this matter, prior to the time that you called 
them off ? 

Mr. Gourtey. No, sir. 

Senator Currts. Did you ever tell anybody that the teamsters 
union wanted them called off ? 

Mr. Gourtry. No, sir. 

Senator Curtis. You did not tell Mr. Mozier that? 

Mr. Gourtry. I don’t remember making that statement. He seems 
to think that I did, and I could have. 

Senator Curtis. He says that you did. 

Mr. Gourtry. I don’t remember making that statement and I don’t 
know why I should because I certainly had not had any contact with 
them. 

Senator Curtis. Did you make that statement to Mr. Lucarini? 

Mr. Gourtey. Not that I know of. I don’t remember if I did. 

Senator Curtis. Did you make it to Mr. Comer ? 

Mr. Gourtey. I still don’t remember making it to anyone. I don’t 
see why I should have because there wasn’t anyone who put any 
pressure on me about it. 

Senator Curtis. When you say you do not remember whether you 
did or not, does that mean that you might have? 
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Mr. Gourtey. It could have happened, but I certainly don’t re- 
member it and I don’t know why I should. I hate to see three men 
saying I did. If I did, I certainly don’t remember it. 

‘Senator Curtis. Do you mean to leave the impression that you 
might have and you can’t remember ? 

Mr. Gourtey. I would rather not leave that impression; no, sir, 

Senator Curtis. What is that ? 

Mr. Gourtey. I would rather not leave that impression. 

Senator Curtis. In other words, you are standing on the state- 
ment that the teamsters did not request or urge or insinuate ? 

Mr. Gourtey. Absolutely, yes, sir. 

Senator Curtis. That those guards should be removed ? 

Mr. Gourtey. Yes, sir. 

Senator Curris. You think all three of these men are mistaken / 

Mr. Gourtey. Sir? 

Senator Curtis. You think all three of these men are mistaken? 

Mr. Gourtey. Well, I know they are mistaken, from my point of 
view. It did not happen, and I don’t know why I should have said 
that. 

Senator Curtis. You realize they have said it under oath? 

Mr. Gourtey. Yes, sir. 

Senator Curtis. That is all. 

Senator McNamara. How long have you been coroner ? 

Mr. Gourtey. Since the first part of 1955. 

Senator McNamara. About 2 years? 

Mr. Gourtey. Yes, sir. 

Senator McNamara. Is this an elected office in your area? 

Mr. Gourtey. No, sir; it is an election from the county court and 
the county court elects the coroner. 

Senator McNamara. You are elected by the county court ? 

Mr. Gourtey. Yes, sir, the county court; you are elected to the 
county court by popular vote and the county court selects the coroner. 

Senator McNamara. How many people enter into this selection? 

Mr. Gourtey. About 52 in the county. 

Senator McNamara. They got together and elected you coroner? 

Mr. Gourtey. Well, I would not say “got together.” They called 
a meeting and they had to elect someone, “and so they selected me. 

Senator McNamara. This was not an appointive job? You are 
actually elected by this group? 

Mr. Gourtey. That is right. 

Senator McNamara. Does your authority cover the city of Nash- 
ville? 

Mr. Gourtey. It is Davidson County; yes, sir. 

Senator McNamara. You cover the entire county ? 

Mr. Gourtey. Yes, sir. 

Senator McNamara. And that includes the city of Nashville? 

Mr. Gourtey. Yes, sir. 

Senator McNamara. We have had some testimony here that the 
police department in the city of Nashville seemed to break down in 
many instances, particularly in reference to matters involving vio- 
lence in labor disputes. Is it your impression that they did ‘break 
down ? 
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Mr. Gourtey. I wouldn’t know, sir. 

Senator McNamara. Well now 

Mr. Gourtey. I don’t know what you mean. 

Senator McNamara. You are the sheriff and this area is under your 
control and under your authority and you should know. 

Mr. Gourtey. That was at that time, from March through August 
of 1956. 

Senator McNamara. You do not know whether the local police 
authority broke down or not? 

Mr. Gourtry. During that particular period, as I remember it, 
there was very little happening i in the union affairs or teamster union 
things. 

Senator McNamara. You think it functioned properly, the police 
department in Nashville, that was under your jurisdiction in the 
area 

Mr. Gourtey. The whole county was under the sheriff. However, 
the city usually run their part of it, and the sheriff runs the county 
and they did not interfere with each other as a rule. 

Senator McNamara. They do not interfere, but the theory of it, at 
least, is when the local police department breaks down, you are sup- 
posed to take over; is that not right? 

Mr. Gourtey. Yes. 

Senator McNamara, But you did not feel that it broke down to 
that extent ? 

Mr. Gourtey. No, sir. 

Senator McNamara. You had no indication to move in there at all? 

Mr. Gourtey. No, sir. 

Senator McNamara, All right; that is all. 

Senator Curtis. How many members are on there, on the county 
court ¢ 

Mr. Gourtry. Fifty-two, I believe. 

Senator Curtis. Do you know most of them ? 

Mr. Gourtey. Yes, I know them all. 

Senator Curtis. And they are elected ? 

Mr. Gourtey. Yes, sir. 

Senator Curtis. Are they elected by districts or by the entire 
county ¢ 

Mr. Gourtey. Districts. 

Senator Curtis. Did you ever have a conversation with any member 


of the county court in reference to any matter relating to the team- 
sters union ? 


Mr. Gourtey. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was there a policy in the sheriff’s office not to get 
involved in labor disputes? 

Mr. Gourtry. Well, I believe so, yes, sir. 

Mr. KEnNepy. And would that be the reason that these guards 
were removed ? 

Mr. Gourtey. I guess that would be about as good a reason as I 
could think of. 

Mr. Kennepy. Well, isn’t that the reason ? 

Mr. Gourtey. I would think SO, yes, sir. 

The CHarrman. Stand aside. 

Call the next one. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Cartwright. 

The Cxarrman. Do you solemnly swear that the evidence you shall] 
give before this Senate select committee shall be the truth, the whole 
truth and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Carrrieut. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF TOM D. CARTWRIGHT 


The Cuarrman. State your name and your place of residence and 
your business or occupation. 

Mr. Cartwricut. My name is Tom B. Cartwright; I am sheriff of 
Davidson County and I reside on Cleary Road, Davidson County, 

The Cuarrman. Do you waive counsel ? 

Mr. CartwricHtT. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. I did not get your occupation. 

Mr. Cartwricut. I am sheriff. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, I would like to say before we start 
the interrogation of this witness that his reputation is very good 
in the Nashville area. 

You just took over as sheriff, I believe, during 1956, is that right? 

Mr. Cartwricut. September of 1956, yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. You have been only in for a period of approximately 
a year, is that right ? 

Mr. Cartwricut. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. He has cooperated with the staff of the committee, 

The CuarrmMan. The committee expresses its appreciation to you, 
sir, for your cooperation and the help you have given. 

Mr. Kennepy. I want to ask you about the policy of the sheriff's 
office regarding labor disputes, but specifically as far as the Belle 
Meade Police Department. Was there any policy regarding their fur- 
nishing guards to firms or companies that were involved in labor 
disputes? Has there been a policy ? 

Mr. Carrwricut. Yes, sir, there was a policy of my father who 
I succeeded as sheriff when he expired, and that was to the effect to 
not interfere in any labor difficulties unless there was violence. When 
I campaigned for office, not only when I addressed labor groups, 
but also management groups, I stated the same policy. 

So far, it has been a pretty good one, since my term of office. We 
haven’t had any labor violence to speak of, as far as picket lines and 
things of that nature. 

Mr. Kennepy. But if a company wishes guards furnished to them 
because of the fact that they anticipate difficulties or anticipate vio- 
lence, it has been the policy that you have followed, and the policy 
that was followed by your predecessors, that you would not get in- 
volved, is that right ? 

Mr. Cartrwricut. That is correct. If they asked for guards before 
any labor violence, or strikes, rather, or anything like that, of course 
it was granted. After the deputies were on the premises, if there 
should be labor trouble, we didn’t—at least, I don’t yank them off 
right then. e 

Mr. Kennepy. You have had a great deal of difficulty in the 
Nashville area, have you not, in the last 3 or 4 years regarding labor 
violences ? 

Mr. Carrwricnt. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Would you feel that possibly a good deal of that 
could have been avoided if there had been greater police protection 
for the firms, companies, individuals involved ? 

Mr. Carrwricut. It might have been avoided, but by the same 
token, I think possibly it might have encouraged more also. 

Mr. Kennepy. What is the main reason, the primary reason, that 
you do not furnish protection when labor unions are involved # 

Mr. Carrwricut. Possibly, you might say, self-preservation. I 
don’t know. 

Mr. Kennepy. Is that another word for politics? 

Mr. Cartwricut. That would be one reason, yes, sir, and the other 
reason would be for financial reasons. Any deputy sheriff, his actions, 
of course, the sheriff is responsible for them. Even now i have three 
law suits against me because of some actions of a deputy sheriff. 

Mr. Kennepy. That would be a problem no matter what you did, 
whether it was involving a labor union or otherwise / 

Mr. Cartwricurt. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. So that difficulty would always exist ? 

Mr. Cartrwricut. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Would the primary reason be because of the politi- 
cal difficulties ? 

Mr. Cartwricut. Up toa point, yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. If there was actual violence, then that would be 
secondary ? 

Mr. Carrwricut. If there was actual violence, regardless of polit- 
ical reasons or anything else, we would have to step in. I might say, 
too, that we found this to be successful, we, meaning myself: When 
there is a picket line, I send a lieutenant on each of my shifts to go out 
and talk to pickets themselves and explain to them what we expect 
and what we want. So far we have had very good cooperation. 

Mr. Kennepy. That might have been true, of course, since you have 
taken over. 

Mr. Cartrwricur. That is all I can speak of. 

Mr. Kennepy. But if the same type of policy was followed by your 
predecessors for 3 or 4 years, it was not successful, because certainly 
the record shows there was tremendous violence, with beatings, dyna- 
mitings that have taken place in the Nashville area. It would seem 
that a good deal of responsibility is the law enforcement agency. 

Mr. Cartwricur. There is one thing that I would like to sort of 
bring out that possibly a lot of people have overlooked. We have 
about 10 times greater an area in the county than in the city and we 
also have a larger population. We have about 14 or 15 men on a 
shift. Our patrol is 60 men, and that includes everyone. The city 
has approximately 360. We are sort of handicapped, not only on 
manpower, but on experience, too. 

Mr. Kennepy. Well, of course, the primary responsibility, as you 
point out, is the police department of the city. 

Mr. Cartwricut. The city, do you mean ? 

Mr. Kennepy. Within the city limits, certainly the primary respon- 
sibility is the police department rather than the sheriff’s office. 

Mr. Carrwricut. We have to do that almost because of physical 
reasons. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 
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The Cuarrman. Are there any questions? 

Allright, you may stand aside. Thank you. 

The committee will stand in recess until 2 o’clock. 

(Members of the select committee present at time of recess: Sen. 
ators McClellan, McNamara, and Curtis. ) 

(Whereupon at 12:05 p. m., the committee recessed to reconvene 
at 2 p.m., of the same day. ) 


AFTERNOON SESSION 


The Cuarrman. The committee will be in order. 

(Committee members present upon reconvening for the afternoon 
session ; Senators McClellan and McNamara.) 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, we have some representatives here 
from the municipality of Knoxv ille that requested permission to tes- 
tify. They are here inthe room. I would like to call them. 

The Cuarrman. Are those the two who requested yesterday ? 

Mr. Kennepy. That is correct. 

The Cuarrman. Have them come forward. 

All of you come up and be sworn, please. 

Do you and each of you solemnly swear that the evidence you shall 
give before this Senate select committee will be the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Kimsery. I do. 

Mr. Swanner. I do. 

Mr. Dyxe. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF JOSEPH KIMSEY, W. D. SWANNER, AND ELMER 
DYKE 


The Cuamman. Gentlemen, each of you state your name, your place 
of residence, and business or occupation for the record. 

Mr. Drxe. Elmer Dyke, deputy police, Knoxville, Tenn. 

Mr. Swanner. W. D. Swanner, lieutenant of ‘police, Knoxville, 
Tenn. 

Mr. Kimsey. Joseph Kimsey, chief of police, Knoxville, Tenn. 

The CHarrman. Gentlemen, you are appearing here by request, is 
that correct ? 

Mr. Kinsey. I am by request; yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. I mean at your request. 

Mr. Kimsry. My director asked me to come up here. My director 
asked me to, the police commissioner. 

The CuHarrman. You have not been subpenaed ? 

Mr. Krasey. No, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Your presence was not requested by the committee. 
You are, therefore, a voluntary witness before this committee. 

Mr. Kiusry. Yes, sir; lam. 

The Cuarrman. Is that correct ? 

Mr. Kimsry. Yes, sir. 

The CHamman. You are appearing voluntarily before the com- 
mittee ? 

Mr. Dyxr. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrrman. Under the rules of this committee, if one is ag: 
grieved by testimony that may have been given that he thinks may 
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reflect upon him, he has the right to request to appear and make a 
statement under oath to the committee. ‘These gentlemen, as I under- 
stand it, are on the police force in Knoxville, Tenn. We have had 
some testimony before this committee that in my judgment, if true, 
would reflect upon the efficiency and effectiveness of that police force. 

So, gentlemen, the committee is very glad to welcome you. We will 
hear whatever you may wish to say. We will proceed. 

Which one is the senior ? 

Mr. Kimsry. I am, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. You are who? 

Mr. Kimsry. Joe Kimsey. 

The Crarrman. All right; we will hear you first, Mr. Kimsey. 

Mr. Kimsry. Gentlemen, the way I understood it was that we had 
heard some reflection from some witnesses up here in regard to our 
investigating some cases of labor trouble in Knoxville. I just won- 
dered if there was anything we could help you do, or any questions 
that I might be able to answer. I brought two men with me that were 
responsible for the investigation, who are immediately in charge 
of the investigation. One of them is under the chief of detectives, 
who is not here. I just wondered there is anything you would 
like to ask me, as chief of police, or the other two gentlemen, that 
we might be able to help you on. 

The Cratrman. Is that the statement you wish to make? 

Mr. Kimsry. Yes, sir. 

The Cnarrman. Thank you very much. 

What is your statement ! 

Mr. Swanner. Senator, I noticed in the paper that there was some 
question as to why William Reynolds, of the Knoxville teamsters, 
was not arrested or questioned, or something to that effect. I want 
to offer this as our reason for not doing so. 

First of all, the only evidence that we obtained that Mr. Reynolds 
was connected in any way with this thing was the fact that he was 
an agent or an offic ial in the teamsters union, and he appeared at 
Mr. Powers’ store the day sadiebas I believe it was, and after a load 
of Coca-Cola had been delivered there. The conversation that Mr. 
Powers told me that passed between the two of them was that Mr. 
Reynolds told him that he was Reynolds of the teamsters, and that 
the teamsters were on strike, and requested or told him not to take 
Coca-Colas. So Mr. Powers said that he was somewhat upset about 
it, and became angry, and he said he told him he didn’t need anybody 
to tell him what he could put in his store. 

Then Mr. Reynolds, according to Mr. Powers, said, “Well, now, 
you may be sorry, for that.” In substance, that is what he said, o1 
“We will get even,” or something to that effect. 

I asked Mr. Powers; I said, “Well, sir, do you consider that a 
threat?” To which Mr. Powers said, “I don’t know whether he 
meant it for a threat or whether he intended it to mean that some 
of the people in the neighborhood might stop trading with my store.” 

So this, as I said, was the evidence that we had that Mr. Reynolds 
was connected, if there was any connection, with the blast. 

The reason we didn’t arrest Reynolds and question him was because 
of this fact. We had no other evidence at that time to connect him 
with the blast. We had no one, a witness or otherwise, who saw him 
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at the scene. At least, we never found any such witness. So, we 
thought it was better not to apprehend Mr. Reynolds or to intervene 
at that time, because we wouldn’t have had anything to talk to him 
about. 

Just the fact that we brought him down to question him, we could 
only ask him, “Did you talk to Mr. Powers,” and ‘“‘Where were you on 
the night of the blast ?” 

In investigative procedure, you have to have more than that to ques- 
tion a person. That is, if you do a good job of it. If you want to 
lead him to believe, you have to have something to put before him, 
In other words, if he was in the vie inity, if he was carrying a package, 
or someone got his license number, if those things could be placed 
before him, then he realizes that we do have evidence and perhaps we 
will get information that way. That was one reason. 

The other reason was that I went to the attorney general of Knox 
County, Mr. Hal Clements, and I explained to him about the wit- 
nesses, Hargis and Chapman, and what they told me. He called the 
attorney general in Nashville and tried to arrange for us to go over 
with these witnesses to interview Mr. Smith and the other man, Bel- 
cher. But,some way or other, that didn’t work out. 

Then, later, I talked with the special prosecutor that was hired in 
the case, a prominent Knoxville lawyer, and arranged for these wit- 
nesses, Hargis and Chapman, to be there in his office. Mr. Hargis 
came up to ‘his office and the special prosecutor questioned him and 
talked with him for about 35 or 40 minutes, maybe longer. Then I 
told the special prosecutor what Mr. Chapman had said, in asmuch as 
Mr. Chapman was not there himself. 

With the information I furnished him, I later asked if he thought 
we had enough to make an arrest, and he said he didn’t think so. 

That is, in substance, why, at this time—we kept hoping that with 
$14,000 reward posted, I believe that was the amount, though it kept 
increasing—this started out with $5,000, I believe, and they kept 
upping it until they got up to $14,000. I believe, in total—we hoped 
that that would bring in some witness or someone that could eonneet 
the thing, put in the final link that we needed, which never appeared. 
We never found that witness. 

Also, I might say in that connection that we had telephone calls. 
Apparently someone was anticipating who we were going to talk to 
and they would call in advance and have some conversation with the 
person. Of course, they were anonymous calls. They would never 
tell who they were. They would advise them not to talk to the police 
department. So we had difficulties like that. I don’t know how many 
cases like that happened, but we certainly had one that I know of, and 
there may be others that people never told us about. But, in sub- 
stance, that is why Mr. Reynolds was never brought in. 

Of course, the other reason was if we had brought him in, and had 
to release him without charges, there was the possibility of civil action 
in the way of false imprisonment which might have resulted, in which 
case the officer would have had to foot the bill. The city does not 
supply funds for suits of that kind. In the event we would have won 
the case, we would still have had to hire lawyers, and court reporters, 
and transcripts and so forth, and then possibly appeals through the 
court of appeals and the Supreme Court. That was the other reason. 
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With regard to Mrs. Freels, who was, I believe, a stenographer at 
the teamsters union, we interviewed her, Captain Harry Huskison 
and Mr. George Hunter, of the Purity Packing Co., and myself. I 
asked Mrs. Freels if she was willing to testify as to what she knew 
about it, and she said she was not, that she didn’t want to get mixed 
up in it. So we played on her. We told her that there was this large 
reward, and that it would well compensate for the trouble we knew 
she had to go to, but she still insisted she didn’t want to be mixed 
up in it. : ‘ 

Then I said to her, I said, “Mrs. Freels, if you won’t tell us, if you 
won’t be a witness, will you talk to us confidentially, on a confidential 
basis” hoping, of course, that we would obtain some information that 

Tay which would lead us to something else. 

She said, “I will, on a confidential basis.” 

She did. She told us about Reynolds and Mr. Payne discussing 
some dynamite. I believe Payne asked Reynolds what he got that 
$50 for, and Reynolds said, “You must be losing your mind, or you 
can’t remember anything. That was for that dynamite I bought.” 
That was about the substance of what Mrs. Freels said. 

The Cuarrman. Did she tell you about him calling Smith and get- 
ting him down there ? 

Mr. Swanner. I beg your pardon, sir? 

The Cuairman. Did she tell you about them calling Smith up in 
Nashville and getting him down there? 

Mr. Swanner. She said that Smith and Reynolds both, when they 
had a job in Knoxville, Smith would come over to Knoxville. She 
didn’t know whether he did the job or not, of course. But she said 
he would show up around Knoxville. 

The Cuairman. But the job was always done? 

Mr. Swanner. The job was nearly always done. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did she refuse to testify or just say that she didn’t 
want to testify? She didn’t actually refuse to testify 4 

Mr. Swanner. She told me at the time, she said, “I am sick.” I be- 
lieve she said she had been in the hospital. I am not positive, but she 
said she was ill, and was just recuperating, and wasn’t feeling very 
well. 

As T recall, she said, “I don’t want to get mixed up in it.” That was 
the words she said. 

The Cuarrman. Do you always excuse witnesses when they say they 
would rather not testify? Is that all it takes? 

Mr. Swanner. No, sir. But she wouldn’t talk. She told us she 
wouldn't. 

(At this point Senator Curtis entered the hearing room. ) 

The Cuarrman. A witness may say they won’t talk, but you have 
ways of subpenaing them before a grand jury, don’t you, and giving 
them an opportunity to talk there or being subpenaed before a court ? 

Mr. Swanner. Yes, sir. But I thought she would give us some 
leads or something. 

The CuarrmMan. She did give you some leads? 

Mr. Swanner. That is true. 

The Cuatrman. Did you check up on the dynamite? 

Mr. Swanner. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Where did he buy it ? 
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Mr. Swanner. I-don’t know. 

The Cuatrman. Where did you check ? 

Mr. Swanner. The dynamite we thought was 60 percent nitro 
manufactured by Austin. We based that on the conclusion of evi- 
dence we found at Bush Bros. Packing Co. at Chestnut Hill, Tenn., 
where there was 50 sticks of dynamite that failed to explode. 

The Cuarman. When did this dynamiting occur? 

Mr. Swanner. Chestnut Hills? That was September 1, 1956. 

The Cuatrman. Is that the dynamiting of Powers’ store, September 
1, 1956 ¢ 

Mr. Swanner. No, sir. That was the Bush Bros. Canning Co. at 
Chestnut Hill, Tenn. 

The CuatrmMan. When was the store dynamited ? 

Mr. Swanner. The 6th of September. 

The Cuarrman. The 6th of September 1956? 

Mr. Swanner. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. How many grand juries have you had in session 
since then ¢ 

Mr. Swanner. I don’t recall, sir. I believe there are three sessions 
during the term. 

The CHatrman. Sir? 

Mr. Swanner. I believe they have three sessions of the grand jury 
in each year—calendar year 

The Cuamman. Well, you had at least three grand juries since 
then, haven’t you ? 

Mr. Swanner. Yes, sir. 

The CuatrmMan. Have you ever had Smith before the grand jury 
to explain what he was doing down there at that time? 

Mr. Swanner. I presented that, sir, to the attorney general. He 
would have the authority to bring Smith in, or subpena him. 

The Cnamman. Then who do you blame for not doing it? The 
attorney general ? 

Mr. Swanner. No, sir. I don’t blame anyone. 

The CHatrmMan. You think it is all right? 

Mr. Swanner. I did my job the best I could, I thought. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Do you have a statement ? 

Mr. Dyker. Yes, sir. My statement is in regard to the bombing of 
Powers. 

Mr. Kennepy. Before you proceed, I have another question. 

Did you write up Mrs. Freels’ interview / 

Mr. Swanner. She wouldn’t sign any statement. I took down 
some notes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you ever make a memorandum for the file? 

Mr. Swanner. No; I did not. 

Mr. Kennepy. So the information which she gave you which might 
pertain to cases other policemen were working on was not available 
to them ¢ 

Mr. Swanner. She requested it be made confidential and that is the 
way I made it. 

Mr. Kennepy. Don’t you have an arrangement in the police de- 
partment where you say the informant is confidential, but you give 
the information so that it is available to your fellow police offic ers? 
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Mr. Swanner. No. Confidential information of that type I always 
keep with me in my own file. 

Mr. Kennepy. She didn’t refuse to give it, did she? She just said 
she would rather not get involved. She did not refuse ? 

Mr. Swanner. She said she would rather not get involved. She 
said she was sick, didn’t feel well, and she was scared. 

Mr. Kennepy. That was enough for you not to follow up or not 
even write a memorandum ? 

Mr. Swanner. I had a memorandum. 

Mr. Kennepy. Just for yourself ? 

Mr. Swanner. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. But nobody else? 

Mr. Swanner. No, sir; because it was a confidential thing, and I 
treated it as such. 

Mr. Kennepy. W. A. Smith was identified by two people as being 
at the scene of the dynamiting just prior to the dynamiting taking 
place. Did you interview W. A. Smith? 

Mr. Swanner. No, sir. We tried to make arrangement. As I said 
before, we went to the attorney general and presented the thing, and 
he tried through Mr. Carlton Loser, then attorney general of David- 
son County, to arrange a meeting, and such arrangement was never 
made. 

Mr. Kennepy. So for some reason down there, W. A. Smith, who 
was identified at the scene of the dynamiting, was never interviewed 
by any police official or law-enforcement agency? That is, in con- 
nection with this dynamiting. 

Mr. Swanner. Mr. Kennedy, he doesn’t live in our political juris- 
diction. We live in Knox County. Davidson County is 198 miles 
west. Of course, we have no authority in Davidson County at all, no 
more than any private citizen. We had to rely on whatever help we 
could get from the Davidson County authorities. 

The Cuamrman. Did they refuse to help you ? 

Mr. Swanner. Sir, I can’t answer that. I didn’t talk to him. Mr. 
Clements, the attorney general, talked to them on the telephone long 
distance. 

The CHarrman. You mean a man who goes from one county to 
another in Tennessee is just immune ? 

Mr. Swanner. No, sir. 

The Cuarrman. I don’t understand it. 

Mr. Swanner. I mean that in order to make an arrest, an officer 
in another county has to have a warrant. Some one has to swear out 
a warrant for him and transmit the warrant to that particular locality 
where the warrant can be served. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you make any arrangements to have that done? 

Mr. Swanner. I left it up to the attorney general. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you think W. A. Smith should have been inter- 
viewed, that it should have been followed up ? 

Mr. Swanner. I think Smith should have been brought down and 
we should have had an opportunity for these witnesses to look at 
him. That is what we wanted to do. 

Mr. Krennepy. Do you think somebody made an error in judg- 
ment or something worse than that, by the fact that you were not 
allowed to follow up ? 
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Mr. Swanner. I don’t want to condemn anyone else for anything 
they do. 

Mr. Kennepy. There is something wrong in the handling of the case 
if you were not allowed to confront W. A. Smith; is that right? 
Would you say that is right ? 

Mr. Swanner. I don’t know what reasons they had in Davidson 
County because Attorney General Clements didn’t know, I don’t think. 

Mr. Kennepy. Somewhere there was an error made. Somebody 
did not follow up this matter completely, isn’t that right ? 

Mr. Swanner. As far as I am concerned, I think I did the best 
I could. 

Mr. Kennepy. I am not talking just about you. Isn’t it true that 
somebody somewhere did not follow up this case as it should have 
been followed up ? 

Mr. Swanner. It seems that may have been true; yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. People in the store at the time Mr. Reynolds and 
Mr. Powers had this discussion, were the rest of the people in that 
store interviewed ? 

Mr. Swanner. I wish you would repeat that, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were the people that were present in the store at 
the time Mr. Reynolds and Mr. Powers had this altercation inter- 
viewed ? 

Mr. Swanner. No. The only one I talked to about that was Mr, 
Powers, and he told me what happened. J had no reason in the world 
to doubt what he said. 

Mr. Kennepy. But anybody else that was present during this dis- 
cussion was not interviewed; is that right? 

Mr. Swanner. Not that I recall, sir. 

The Cuatrrman. All right, Captain Dyke. 

Mr. Dyker. The only thing I would like to say is in regard to the 
night that Mr. Powers was bombed out there, dynamite thrown in 
front of it. I went out there with a crew of men, a squad of men, 
and saw Mr. Powers at the door. I asked him what had happened, 
and he wanted to know was my name Elmer Dyke. I told him “Yes,” 
it was. He cursed and walked back in the store. He told me to get 
away from there. I followed him back in the store and tried to 
ask him again about the matter, and he cursed me viciously and 
ordered me to leave and take the officers with me. That is the kind of 
cooperation we got from Mr. Powers. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was that the end of the matter, or did he talk to 
those police officers at a later time. 

Mr. Dyxe. He didn’t talk to any police officer while I was there 
except Officer Lopetti and Officer Swanner. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did he talk to Officer Swanner ? 

Mr. Dyxer. That I couldn’t say. 

Mr. Kennepy. You don’t know whether he was interviewed again 
later by Officer Swanner ? 

Mr. Dyxe. I don’t know anything about that. 

Mr. Kennepy. All he said was that he wouldn’t talk to you? 

Mr. Dyke. He ordered me personally from the premises. 

Mr. Kennepy. Possibly he would talk to other police officers or 
other police officials, but he would not talk to you; isn’t that possible? 

Mr. Dyxr. That may be so, but he ordered me to leave and take all 
my men. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Wasthere anything between you and Mr. Powers? 

Mr. Dyke. As far as I was concerned there wasn’t anything. I had 
arrested his son. 

Mr. Kennepy. You arrested his son ? 

Mr. Dyxr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Had he felt rather bitterly about that ? 

Mr. Dyxe. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then it would be very possible that the man that 
arrested his son he did not want to be in charge of the investigation 
in this case. 

Mr. Dyxe. I was an officer out to answer the call. 

Mr. Kennepy. I understand that, but as I under stand the record, 
from his testimony, and as I underst ‘and Mr. Swanner’s testimony, he 
gave full cooperation after that. He was interviewed and furnished 
the witnesses to Mr. Swanner anc gave his help and assistance but he 
did not want to talk to you because he felt that his son had been 
wronged and you had been responsible. I am not getting into the 
merits of that one way or another. You came up and volunteered to 
appear. As I understand, that is the background of the situation; is 
it not ? 

Mr. Dyke. I was there before Lieutenant Swanner arrived. If he 
had cooperated with us a little more fully, it is entirely possibly 

Mr. Kennepy. He did cooperate, I understand. He cooperated and 
full interviews were conducted. They came back and saw him again. 
You don’t have any information to the contrary; do you? 

Mr. Dyxe. Not about that part. Iam talking about my part. 

Mr. Kennepy. The only part you know anything about is what he 
felt about you personally ? 

Mr. Dyxe. And my entire squad of men that I had out there, some 
15 or 16 men. 

The Cuatrman. Are there any questions? 

Senator McNamara. Yes; I have a question or two. I would like 
to ask the lieutenant a question. Did anyone make any charges or 
request the arrest of Mr. Reynolds? 

Mr. Swannenr. I wish you would restate your question, please, sir. 

Senator McNamara. I can’t hear you. 

Mr. Swanner. I wish you would restate the question, please, sir. 

Senator McNamara. Did anybody make any charges or request the 
arrest of Mr. Reynolds to you or to your department ? 

Mr. Swanner. No,sir. 

Senator McNamara. Nobody asked you, nobody said they would 
sign a warrant for his arrest ? 

Mr. Swanner. No, sir; not tome they didn’t. 

Senator McNamara. How about Mr. Smith? 

Mr. Swanner. Mr. Smith? 

Senator McNamara. Did anybody make a request of you that he be 
arrested and they would make charges and sign a warrant ? 

Mr. Swanner. As I said, I took that to the attorney general and 
he tried to arrange the 

Senator McNamara. Aside from the attorney general, were you 
requested in your position as a lieutenant of the police department, to 
arrest either Mr. Reynolds or Mr. Smith by some citizen who said he 
would file charges and follow it up, and sign a warrant ? 

Mr. Swanner. Not that I recall; no, sir. 
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Senator McNamara. Then the answer is “No,” you were not re- 
quested ? 

Mr. Swanner. I don’t recall anybody. 

Senator McNamara. Wouldn’t you recall it now in the light of the 
developments! Don’t you think you would recall if somebody wanted 
to swear out a warrant for his arrest, whether you cooperated or 
didn’t? Wouldn’t you know that ? 

Mr. Swanner. Well, sir, there were so many things happening dur- 
ing that time, and so many complaints ¢ ame in, and so many types and 
so forth, that we checked out, there could have been somebody ‘that 
asked, but I don’t recall it. 

As I said, I carried this information to the special prosecutor who I 
assume was hired by either somebody interested in the case, and he had 
full facts and full information in regard to the thing. I laid it before 
him. I assume that if he wanted a warrant, he had the facts before 
him to get it, and to tell his client, whoever he was, what they were. 

Senator McNamara. You never had that request from anybody that 
yourecall? You probably recall it 

Mr. Swanner. I don’t recall anybody. There could have been, but 
T don’t recall. 

Senator McNamara. That isall. 

T he CuarrmMan. Are there any questions, Senator Curtis ? 

Senator Curtis. No, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Kennepy. As I understand it, there were some statements made 
regarding the arrests in the Knoxville area. 

Mr. Kimsry. Yes, sir. I would say in my 30 years I couldn’t be 
positive about that, but there have been around 100 in different 
strikes. We have never refused. I have always sent police out to 
guard the places, around the manufacturing company and other 
places. Where they expect trouble and they call me, I immediately 
put them out there. 

Mr. Kennepy. I believe you had 4 in 1956. 

Mr. Krusry. Yes, sir; the record shows four then. I recall four of 
them. 

Mr. Kennepy. Four in 1956? 

Mr. Dyker. That was four dynamitings. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were any of those teamsters ? 

Mr. Kinsey. No, sir; 2 of them telephone employees and 1 of them 
was 2 brickmasons. 

Mr. Kennepy. We had connected with the teamsters in the Knox- 
ville area, just looking at the chart, some 15 acts of violence in the 
Knoxville area, including 4 dynamitings. Were any arrests made in 
connection with those, in 1956? 

Mr. Kimsry. Not tomy knowledge, no, sir. 

Captain Huskison and Lieutenant Swanner was assigned by the 
chief of detectives in the detective bureau on the dynamiting cases. 
They worked on it for some time diligently. They were out of town 
several times. 

Mr. Kennepy. Four of them are dynamitings and there were 
sirupings of trucks and shootings, and window breakings. Were 
there any arrests in connection with any of those? 

Mr. Krasey. I believe just two of those were inside the city in our 
jurisdiction. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Are those four arrests that you included in 1956 all 
within the jurisdiction of Knoxville? 

Mr. Kimsry. She just handed me 

Mr. Kennepy. Did your people make all the arrests of those four? 

Mr. Krusrr. Two of them I am sure of, and I think we just assisted 
in two of them. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were they in the city of Knoxville. 

Mr. Kimsry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Could I see them, please ? 

(Documents handed to committee counsel. ) 

Mr. Kennepy. I see the first one the subjects were apprehended by 
the special agent for the Southern Railway and Terinessee Highway 
Patrol. 

Mr. Kimsry. That was outside the city, too. 

Mr. Kennepy. So 1 of these 4 was outside the city ? 

Mr. Kimsry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Dyxe. That was a shooting. 

Mr. Kennepy. And then this next one is arrested by the sheriff’s 
office ? 

Mr. Kimsry. We were in on that one, that was within the city. 
That was a telephone strike. 

Mr. Kennepy. And the next 2 are what ? 

Mr. Kimsry. We furnished the evidence in that arrest there, in the 
telephone strike, part of a dynamiting in connection with a telephone 
pole. 

Mr. Kennepy. These other acts of violence in 1956 were in the 
Knoxville area, and whether they were right in the city or in the 
surrounding area I don’t know ¢ 

Mr. Kimsry. That is about 50 or 60 miles from there, the one he 
is talking about, but those 2, Powers and the freight lines, were 
right in the city and so was the telephone company. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you very much, gentlemen. 

Mr. Dyxe. I woulld like to say before we go, we have been sent 
out on a lot of labor troubles down there, and we have sent men out, 
and they are sent out with this idea in mind, that if there is a violation 
of the law, we will arrest regardless of who they are. We have been 
charged by the teamsters, and by other organizations down there with 
being strike breakers, and being “Joe Kimsey’s Kossacks,” and Joe 
Kimsey’s strong men to break strikes and so on. That is not true 
either, but we are out there trying to doa job. 

The Cuamman. The Chair speaks only for himself, gentlemen. I 
know that law-enforceemnt officers have a tough job. I know some- 
times they are criticized unjustly. I also know that there are instances 
where law-enforcement oflicers don’t pursue these matters with dili- 
gence, and vigilance. 

You have a bad situation down there, apparently, from the testi- 
mony we have heard here. It is not a wholesome condition at all. 
It ought to be cleaned up. We are trying to help you, and we are 
trying to get the information up here. 

‘You ss ay you cannot get it, and they do not want to testify. Now we 
have had them up here and had them testify. It isa matter of record, 
and it is sworn testimony, and I think by the time these hearings are 
peovah, you folks will find a way to get some of this cleaned up, at 
east 
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I believe that your people down there want it cleaned up. It 
should be, and I hope we have been helpful to you. 

Mr. Kriusey. I think you have, Mr. Chairman, and I am sure it will 
help us, and I know the police department wants it cleaned up, but 
our department is, you might say, a little country department, and we 
have demands on us, and no money and no equipment. 

Where 2 men can go out on a case like the FBI that Mr. Swanner 
used to be a member of, they can be assigned on it, and we take 4 or 5 
cases a day. 

The CuHatrman. You have enough. You can get that fellow Smith 
down there before a grand jury, and if you have a district attorney 
that knows how to prosecute a case, get these witnesses in there, and 
you will have a case before you get through, in my opinion. 

Then you can submit it to a jury, a petit jury and if the man is 
guilty he will go where he belongs. 

Thank you very much. 

Mr. Kimsey. Thank you, gentlemen. 

The Cuarrman. Call the next witness. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Harold Winslow. 

The Cuatrman. Do you solemnly swear that the evidence you shall 
give before this Senate select committee shall be the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Winstow. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF HAROLD A. WINSLOW 


The Cuarrman. State your name, your place of residence, and your 
business or occupation. 

Mr. Winstow. My name is Harold A. Winslow, I live at 611 South 
Ninth, Nashville, and I am employed by Robert Hughes, who is a 
truck driver. 

The Cuarrman. Do you waive counsel? Do you? 

Mr. Wrnstow. What do you say ? 

The Cuarrman. Do you waive the right of an attorney to be pres- 
ent representing you, while you are testifying ? 

Mr. Winstow. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you. 

Mr. Kennepy. You were working from August 3 to August 12, 
1955, as a truckdriver, with the Keith Simmons Co., and at that time 
the teamsters were attempting to organize the company ? 

Mr. Winstow. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, did you have any difficulty with the teamsters 
or any teamster officials prior to August 12, 1955 ? 

Mr. Wrinstow. No. I was hired by that company before they were 
starting to organize. Unbeknownst to me, Mr. Gregory called me to 
go to work out there, you see, well, I asked him if there was any labor 
trouble or any danger, and he said no, there were just a few on strike. 
So I went ahead and I went to work asa truckdriver. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you have any difficulty, or did any of the team- 
ster officials or representatives say anything to you when you were 
driving a truck ? 

Mr. Wrnstow. No: none of them said anything to me. Of course, 
they had their picket line, and they would on the morning, they would 
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holler “scab,” or “yellow,” or something like that, or say insulting re- 
marks even as I went in, and on the road. 

Mr. Kennepy. They followed you on the road ? 

Mr. Winstow. Yes; they did. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who was doing that? 

Mr. Winstow. Well, it was some of them, representatives of the 
union. 

Mr. Kennepy. You did not know their names ? 

Mr. Winstow. I recognized some of them here today. 

The CuHarrMAn. You recognize some of them here today ? 

Mr. Winstow. Well, the ones that called me scab, and said insulting 
remarks, and all of that. 

The Cuatrman. They are present here ? 

Mr. Wrnstow. They are present here today. 

The CuarrMAN. Isee. Maybe we will get to them directly. 

Mr. Krennepy. Now, on August 12, did any of these individuals 
attack you ? 

Mr. Winstow. Well, I don’t recall whether that was August 12. 

Mr. Kennepy. On or about August 12. 

Mr. Winstow. It was around August or September, around that 
date. 

Mr. Kennepy. Or the middle of August? 

Mr. Winsvow. I was attacked and, in fact, beat up, and knocked out 
for a little bit. 

Mr. Kennepy. What has been your career? You wrestled for a 
while yourself; did you ? 

Mr. Winstow. Yes, sir; I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. You can usually take care of yourself pretty well? 

Mr. Winstow. Pretty well, and I used to do a lot of wrestling and 
Tama pretty good-sized man. 

Mr. Kennepy. How much do you weigh? 

Mr. Winstow. I weigh approximately 300 now, but at that time 
I didn’t weigh quite that much. 

Mr. Kennepy. How much do you weigh when you are in shape ? 

Mr. Winstow. When I was in shape, I weighed about 287. My 
neck size is 20 and I used to do a lot of wrestling, but now I am 50 
years old, and I can’t do that. 

Mr. Kennepy. Where did you used to wrestle ? 

Mr. Wrinstow. Back in about 1927 and 1928. 

Mr. Kennepy. Professionally ? 

Mr. Winstow. Well, no, just amateur. 

Mr. Kennepy. Whereabouts, in what area ? 

Mr. Winstow. Carnivals, mostly; shows and carnivals; I didn’t 
make any public appearances, that is just sort of amateur, you know. 

Mr. Kennepy. You got paid a little for doing it? 

Mr. Winstow. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. So on or about August 12, 1955, you were assaulted, 
you say ? 

Mr. Wrinstow. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Would you tell us exactly what happened to you ? 

Mr. Wrnstow. Well, one afternoon I was delivering some hardware 
over to one of the truck terminal docks; I had my bills out looking at 
them. 
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Mr. Kennepy. You can stand up if you want to show how you do it, 

Mr. Wrnstow. I had my bills looking at them this way and some- 
body walked behind me and the first thing I knew I was slugged. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did you do? 

Mr. Winstow. I went over against the truck and I did not go down 
but I fell over against the truck. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did he hit you with? 

Mr. Wrnstow. I don’t know whether it was knucks or fist, or club 
or what, but it was an awful hard holt. It was right behind the ear. 
It was two fellows up there in a car and they were sitting out front. 
When I came to, they were there, too. 

Mr. Kennepy. When you recovered consciousness ? 

Mr. Wrinstow. When I recovered consciousness there were about 
three of them there but the one who did the slugging, I can’t seem to 
recall him, but if I would ever meet him, I would know who he was. 
Those two fellows who brought him out there would probably know. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you report this to the police ? 

Mr. Wrinstow. Yes, sir; I reported it to the police. 

Mr. Kennepy. Just to go back, did they hit you, 
men joined in the hitting? 

Mr. Winstow. They joined in a little bit. 

Mr. Kennepy. They hit you around the face? 


these other two 


Mr. WINsLow. 


Mr. KENNEeEpY. 
Mr. Wrins1ow. 
Mr. KEeNNepy. 


Mr. Wrnstow. 


Not too much in the face but chest and my back. 
What did you do? 

Well, I was trying to defend myself. 

Were you able to? 

Yes, I began to straighten up and I was able to and 


I jerked and ran. 


I jerked away and they had three of them around 
me and one of them started running, was hollering and, of course, 
nobody was there to see me but he grabbed me by the pants and I 
jerked away from him and so I got away, and they got in a car and 
got away, but I didn’t get the license number and I didn’t have any 
gun, or no club or nothing to defend myself. 


Mr. KEeNNeDY. 
Mr. WrInstow. 


Mr. KEenNepy. 
WINSLOow. 


Mr. 
Mr. Kennepy. 


Mr. WINstow. 


busted a blood vessel and they 


healed up. 
Mr. 


KENNEDY. 
Mr. WInstow. 


But you reported it? 

If I run across the guy that slugged me, he is mine. 
Did they kick you, also? 

Yes: I think they did. 

Do you still have sears from that ? 

T have got a place on my leg where it must have 
probably kicked me and it has never 


Tt is still inflamed ? 
It is scarred. 


The Cuatrman. When did this happen ? 


Mr. WINSLOW. 


The CHAIRMAN. 
Mr. WInNsLow. 


it was inthe fall of 1955. 
Was anyone ever arrested ? 
I don’t think so. They swore out warrants, John 


That was I would say, 


Doe warrants, but I don’t think anybody was ever picked up. 


The CHAIRMAN. 
Mr. WInNs1Low. 
man over there that slugged me. 
Mr. Kennepy. 
Mr. WINstLow. 


Do you know the two men? 
I could recognize the two, I think, that brought the 
I believe I could. 
You could recognize them ? 
Yes, sir. 
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The Cuarrman. Have you ever seen them since? 

Mr. Wrinstow. Sincethen? No; Idon’t recall; no. 

The CHarrman. Not that you recall? 

Mr. Wrinstow. I saw them before. 

The Cuarrman. You had seen them before? 

Mr. Wrvstow. Yes, but I don’t believe in this business of going 
around and trying to see people. 

The Cxarrman. I thought you were looking for the guy who 
slugged you. 

Mr. Winstow. Those two people who brought him out there, they 
were not the ones. 

The Caarrman. Have you inquired of them who he was? 

Mr. Winstow. No, I never did talk to them. 

The CHamrman. You never did talk to them ? 

Mr. Winstow. No. 

The CHarrMan. They must have pretty well convinced you. 

All right, go ahead. 

Mr. Kennepy. No arrests were made? Did the police question you 
or show you any pictures? 

Mr. Wrnstow. The police—we went around and I don’t think they 
were police, but they were plainclothes men, or maybe police, too, I 
guess. We went around by the union hall me and another boy who 
was assaulted the same afternoon and I don’t know who he was, and 
he was another truckdriver. But we went around the building and 
we identified the car, but there wasn’t anyone in it. 

Mr. Kennepy. That was in front of the teamster headquarters ? 

Mr. Wrinstow. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you were able to identify these people as the 
same people that had been harassing you while you were driving the 
truck in the prior 10 days or 2 weeks ? 

Mr. Wrnstow. Two of them, yes, but the one that slugged me, no. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did they ever show you the pictures of anyone ? 

Mr. Winstow. Who? 

Mr. Kennepy. Did the police? 

Mr. Winstow. Not the police. 

Mr. Kennepy. To see if you could identify the people that slugged 
you ¢ 

Mr. Wrinstow. No, the police never had any pictures. 

Mr. Kennepy. No arrests were ever made ¢ 

Mr. Wrinstow. None of the officers that were there that I dealt with. 

Mr. Kennepy. Could you go in the audience and could you pick out 
the 2 or 3 people that assaulted you that day ? 

Mr. Winstow. Two of the three, yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. You did not see the one that hit you from the back, 
did you ? 

Mr. Winstow. No. 

Mr. Kennepy. You saw the ones that hit you from the front, did you 
not? Could you go and pick them out? You can step up and walk 
out. 

(The witness went to the audience. ) 

Mr. Wrnstow. It is this fellow here and this one over here. 


The CuatrMan. Have those two people come around, and identify 
them. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Would you go up there and identify them? | 

The Cuairman. You two gentlemen may sit down right behind the 
witness. | 

Mr. Winslow, are these the two men ? 

Mr. Winstow. Those were the two I saw in the éar. 

The Cuarrman. Did they get out of the car ? 

Mr. Winstow. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. They got out of the car ? 

Mr. Winstow. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarmman. Are you still afraid of them ? 

Mr. Winstow. They didn’t do too much to me. 

The CHarrman. The other fellow had already done plenty ? 

Mr. Winstow. Yes, sir, the other fellow did. 

The Cuarrman. Did they participate in it ? 

Mr. Winstow. They participated. 

The Cuarrman. Do you know their names ? 

Mr. Winstow. Not exactly, no. 

The Cuarrman. Do you know nearly ? 

Mr. Winstow. I think Smith and Vaughn. 

The CuHatrman. One is named Smith and one is named Vaughn. 
Which one is named Smith ¢ 

Mr. Winstow. With the red hair. 

The Cuatrman. Which one is named Smith ? 

Mr. Winstow. Wait a minute, now, the one with the red hair is 
Vaughn. st 

The Cuatrman. That is Vaughn; and what is the other one? 

Mr. Winstow. Smith, I think his name is Smith, I believe. 

Mr. Kennepy. You left your job after this, after you got beaten up 
this time ? 

Mr. Wrnstow. Yes, I didn’t want to bother the boys if they were 
organizing and I didn’t want no trouble whatsoever, and I was not 
on either side. 

Mr. Kennepy. You did not want to participate. 

Mr. Winstow. I did not want to participate. 

Mr. Kennepy. In this business again. 

Mr. Winstow. If they were having trouble, I run from trouble and 
I don’t run to get into it. 

Senator Curtis. Where was this that you were assaulted ? 

Mr. Winstow. That was at the Tennessee Motor Lines, I believe, on t] 
Leach Avenue, and it was some trucking company. 

Senator Curtis. In what city ? 

Mr. Winstow. Nashville, Tenn. 

Senator Curtis. And did it happen out in the street ? 

Mr. Winstow. It happened at their terminal. 

Senator Curtis. Off the street ? 

Mr. Winstow. Yes, off the street. ¥ 

Senator Curtis. These two men behind you, Mr. Vaughn, and Mr. 
Smith, how close were they to you after the other party had slugged 
you? 

Mr. Winstow. Well, the last I saw, they were sitting in the car. 

Senator Curtis. Did they ever get out of the car and come over to 
where you were ? 

Mr. Winstow. Yes, sir. 
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Senator Curtis. How close to you ? 

Mr. Wrinstow. To me, you mean ? 

Senator Curtis. Yes, did they ever touch you ? 

Mr. Winstow. W ell, I was touched a time or two by them. 

Senator Curtis. What is that ? 

Mr. Winstow. I was sort of knocked out at the time. 

Senator Curtis. But they did come over where you were ¢ 

Mr. WinsLow. Yes, sir. 

Senator Curtis. Close enough for them to touch you ? 

Mr. Wrinstow. Yes, sir, I could recognize them. 

Senator Curtis. But did they touch you ¢ 

Mr. Winstow. Yes, sir; I guess they did. 

Senator Curtis. What with? 

Mr. Wrinstow. Just their hands. 

Senator Curtis. Did they say anything to you ¢ 

Mr. Winstow. No, not too much. 

Senator Curtis. They came over after the other man had gone? 

Mr. Winstow. No, he wasstill there, too. 

Senator Curtis. He was still there, too / 

Mr. Winstow. Yes, sir. 

Senator Curtis. But you never have seen him since 4 

Mr. Wrnstow. I have never seen him since. 

Senator Curtis. That is all. 

The CuarrmMan. I understood you to testify and I want the record 
straight, that these two men hit you. Did either of them? 

Mr. Winstow. Mighty lightly, if they did. 

The CuarrmMan. Are you afraid of them ? 

Mr. Winstow. I am not afraid of them. 

The Cuatrman. Did they hit you, lightly or otherwise ? 

Mr. Winstow. Lightly, they hit me. 

The Cuairman. Lightly they hit you? 

Mr. Winstow. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. How many times ? 

Mr. Winstow. I couldn’t just exactly say the number of times. 

The CHatrMan. More than once ? 

Mr. Wrinstow. More than once. 

The CHarrmMan. How many rar bee they kick you? 

Mr. Winstow. I was kicked—I couldn't tell whether it was the 
third one or these, but I oan kished 2 or 3 times. 

The CHarrMANn. You were kicked 2 or 3 times ? 

Mr. Winstow. Yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. Is that what bruised your leg? 

Mr. Winstow. That is partly the cause of it. 

The Cuarrman. What else caused it ? 

Mr. Winstow. Well, I guess being heavy just busted the blood 
veins. 

The CrarrMan. It did not bust accidentally ? 

Mr. Winstow. It never healed. 

The Cuarrman. It had not been busted before ? 

Mr. Winstow. No. 

The CuatrmMan. It got busted then ? 

Mr. Winstow. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. And it has never healed. 

Mr. Winstow. That is right. 
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The Cuarrman. Are there any other questions ? 
Senator McNamara. I would like to ask the witness, who did you 
contact at the Nashville police department ¢ 

Mr. Winstow. I contacted or I went back to the company there and 
I contacted Mr. Gregory and he contacted the men, and I don’t know 
who they were. 

Senator McNamara. You did not contact anybody directly in the 
police department, yourself ? 

Mr. Winstow. No. 

Senator McNamara. Did you not sign a John Doe warrant ? 

Mr. Winstow. After that, yes, for the arrest. 

Senator McNamara. Did you do this in the presence of some rep- 
resentative of the police department ? 

Mr. Winstow. I guess it was. 

Senator McNamara. You do not know? 

Mr. Winstow. No. 

Senator McNamara. Since you recognize these two men now, and 
you say that they participated to some degr ee in beating you up, why 
did you have a John Doe warrant issued for them rather than a war- 

rant specifying them as the people who beat you up ? 

Mr. Kennepy. He did not know the names. 

Mr. Winstow. Well, I didn’t want or I didn’t care who it was for, 
and the idea was to get the one who did it. I didn’t know their 
names. 

Senator McNamara. I do not know that we should coach him that 
much, really. You did not know their names at that time, but you 
discovered it since ? 

Mr. Wrinstow. Yes. 

Senator McNamara. You do not know the names of the policemen 
and you did sign a John Doe warrant, but you since discovered that it 
was these two men and another man who beat you up. 

Mr. Winstow. Yes, sir. 

Senator McNamara. Was it just recently, today, that you found 
that out? 

Mr. Winstow. No. 

Senator McNamara. When did you discover who they were ? 

Mr. Wrinstow. These two men, you mean? I saw them two men 
around Nashville and I saw them before I was ever attacked. 

Senator McNamara. You did not try to get a warrant for them 
when you found out who they were? 

Mr. Wrinstow. No. 

Senator McNamara. Why? 

Mr. Winstow. Well, I just didn’t want to get mixed up with it. 

Senator McNamara. You did want to get a warrant ? 

Mr. Winstow. I wanted to get the warrant for the one who did it. 

Senator McNamara. They did it, too, according to your testimony. 

Mr. Wrinstow. Yes, they helped too, and they know who did it, but 
of course they wouldn’t tell. 

Senator McNamara. We can’t have it both ways. Théy either par- 
ticipated in beating you up or they did not. Which is it? Did they 
participate in beating you up / 

Mr. Winstow. Yes, sir; I say they did. 
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Senator McNamara. They did? 

Mr. Winstow. Yes, sir. 

Senator McNamara. When you found out who they were, you did 
not try to get a warrant for them for their arrest ? 

Mr. Winstow. No. 

Senator McNamara. And why ? 

Mr. Winstow. I didn’t know who they were then; I did not know 
the names. 

Senator McNamara. You knew some time ago and you found out 
prior to today ¢ 

Mr. WinsLow. Yes, sir. 

Senator McNamara. And you did not try to get a warrant for their 
arrest ¢ 

Mr. Winstow. No. 

Senator McNamara. You do not have any explanation of why you 
did not try to get a warrant for their arrest ? 

Mr. Winstow. Well, I don’t know why I didn’t, but I just didn’t go 
ahead with it. 

Senator McNamara. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuamman. Which one now, do you say, or point to the one 
that is named Smith. Point your finger at the man named Smith. 

Mr. Winstow. Here, this one. 

The Cuatrman. Whichone? Which one is named Smith ? 

Mr. Winstow. This one is named Smith. 

The Cuarrman. Which one? I cannot tell who you are pointing at. 
Point with this other hand. That is Smith ? 

Mr. Winstow. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And the other one is who? 

Mr. Winstow. Vaughn. 

The CHarrman. All right; we have them identified now. Thank 
you. Stand aside. 

Mr. Smith, take the stand, please. 

Mr. Smith, take the witness stand. Will you be sworn ¢ 

You do solemnly swear that the evidence you shall give before this 
Senate select committee shall be the truth, the whole tr uth, and nothing 
but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Smrru. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF WILLIAM A. SMITH, ACCOMPANIED BY HIS 
COUNSEL, CECIL D. BRANSTETTER 


The CrarrMan. State your name and your place of residence and 
your business or occupation. 

Mr. Smirn. Do I have aright to counsel? 

The Cuarrman. I did not understand you. 

Mr. Smiru. Have I gota right for counsel ? 

The Cuarrman. You have, and you will be given that opportunity. 
Will you state your name and your place of residence and your busi- 
ness? Do you have counsel here ? 

Mr. Smiru. William A. Smith, 421 Wanda Drive, Donelson. 

The CuarrMan. Do you have counsel ? 

Mr. Smiru. I sure have. 

The Cuatrman. Come around, Mr. Counsel. 
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Mr. Counsel, identify yourself for the record, please, sir. 

Mr. Bransrerrer. I am Cecil Br anstetter, 204 Stahlman Building, 
Nashville, Tenn. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you very much. All right, Mr. Smith, you 
gave us your name and your address. Whi ut is your occupation ? 

Mr. Suirn. I work for teamsters local 327, Nashville, Tenn. 

The Cuarrman. In what capacity ¢ 

Mr. Smiru. Assistant business agent. 

The CHarmman. What is that? 

Mr. Smiru. Assistant business representative. 

The Cuatrman. Assistant business representative ? 

Mr. Smiru. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Kennepy. How long have you held that position, Mr. Smith? 

Mr. Smiru. Since January. May I consult my lawyer ? 

Mr. Kennepy. Yes. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Smiru. Since January 15, 1953. 

Mr. Kennepy. What were you doing prior to that time ? 

Mr. Smiru. Driving for Associated Transport Co. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who hired you in the teamsters local ? 

Mr. Smirn. I don’t remember at this time the man’s name. 

Mr. Kennepy. How did you happen to transfer from driving for 
Associated Transport into the teamsters local? Who arranged that? 

Mr. Surru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Can’t you tell the committee who arranged for that? 
Who hired you in the teamsters local ? 

Mr. Saurru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

The Cuartrman. Is there something that incriminates people or 
might tend to incriminate them if they are hired by a union? You 
want to reflect upon your union in that fashion ? 

Mr. Saurrn. I claim my constitutional right not to be a witness 
against myself. 

The Cuarrman. O. K. If you want to leave the record that way, 
and it might bethat bad. I do not know. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was Mr. Vestal the president of the local at that 
time ? 

Mr. Situ. May I talk to my lawyer? 

The CHarrman. Yes. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Smiru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be a 
witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. We have had some testimony before this committee 
from representatives of Associated Transport Co., and the close rela- 
tionship that they have had with the teamsters. Now, did that play 
a part in your getting the job as a business agent for this teamsters 
local ? 

Mr. Suiru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be a 
witness against myself. 

The Cuatrman. Do you respect other people’s constitutional rights? 

Mr. Surru. May I talk to my lawyer? 

The Crarrman. Yes. 
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(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Smirn. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be a 
witness against myself. 

The Cuarrman. Do you think you could not afford to admit that 
you do not respect other people’s constitutional rights without possibly 
incriminating yourself ; is that it ? 

Mr. Sarr. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be a 
witness against myself. 

The Cuarrman. Proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you hired in order to perform acts of violence 
for the local, Mr. Smith ¢ 

Mr. Sarru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be a 
witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Is th: at the function you performed for the local after 
you joined them in 1953 4 

Mr. Smirn. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be a 
witness against myself. 

Mr. Krennepy. Didn't you go to Knoxville, Tenn., and perform acts 
of violence, including dynamitings ? 

Mr. Smiru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. You went down into Miami, Fla., and you went to 
Atlanta, Ga., Jackson, Miss., up into New Jersey, and to Kentucky, 
did you not ? 

Mr. Smirn. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be a 
witness against myself. 

The Cuamman. Are you a professional goon ? 

Mr. Smiru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be a 
witness against myself. 

The CHarrMan. You mean you cannot even deny that without 
possibly i incriminating yourself ¢ a 

Mr. Smirn. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be a 
witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. According to the testimony that we have had before 
this committee, Mr. Frank Allen was standing at his desk with his 
head down. and you came up and hit him and continued to strike him 
for a period of minutes, so that he broke his nose, and he broke bones 
in his face. He was completely unprepared. Is that true, Mr. Smith? 
Did you do anything like that? 

Mr. Sori: I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you came up to Wallace Rasmussen, and struck 
him when he was completely unprepared and struck him from the 
back. Did you do that? 

Mr. SMmirH. The question again, please. 

Mr. Kennepy. That you came up to Wallace Rasmussen and you 
struck him in a similar way and struck him from behind; is that 
right ? 

Mr. Smiru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. And because you had some fear that maybe Eugene 
Evans would cause you some problem over in Knoxville, Tenn., you 
brought a man who had done some fighting, Corky Ellis, and you 
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brought him over to Knoxville, Tenn., in order to beat Mr. Evans up? 

Mr. Soarrn. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you go around and participate in these beatings, 
and does that give you a certain amount of pleasure ¢ 

Mr. Smiru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. rhe. 

Mr. Kennepy. What about dynamitings; do you participate in 
dynamiting, too? 

Mr. Smirn. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you put dynamite under people’s automobiles! 
Have you done anything like that ? 

Mr. Somiru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. What about their stores, their places of business, so 
you destroy all of their work? Do you do that? Did you put any 
dynamite under any store ¢ 

Mr. Somiru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you come to Knoxville, Tenn., on the night of 
June 12 and register at the hotel there, the Hotel Farragut, under 
the name of Tommy Jackson ? 

Mr. Smiru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. And then did you go out and participate with any 
other individual in the shooting of two trucks? Did you do anything 
like that ? 

Mr. SmiruH. The question again / 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you go out there and participate in the shooting 
of two trucks, B& S Truck Co. trucks ¢ 

Mr. Samiru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you shoot at any trucks where the drivers were 
going along completely defenseless / 

Mr. Smiru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. You participate in some shootings and some beat- 
ings where these people are completely defenseless, do you, Mr. Smith? 

Mr. Smirn. The question again ? 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you participate in beatings and participate in 
shootings where the individual involved is completely defenseless ? 

Mr. Suiru. [ claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

The Cuarrman. Where you do these things, where you go out and 
shoot at people, put dynamite under the property and blow it up, 
slip up on them from their back and slug them, do you think that is 
an act of bravery ¢ 

Mr. SmirH. The question again ? 

The CHamrman. When you go out and beat people up, shoot at 
them, when they are helpless and defenseless, put dynamite on their 
property, blow it up, do you think that is an act of bravery 4 
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Mr. Smiru. Is that all? Is that all of your question ? 

The Cuarrman. Yes. Answer that much of it. 

Mr. Smiru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

The Cuarrman. Don’t you know that is an act of the lowest kind of 
cowardice? Don’t you know that ? 

Mr. Smrru. The question again ? 

The CHarrman. I said don’t you know that such acts are the lowest 
kind of cowardice? You understand what I am saying. 

Mr. Smiru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

The Cuarrman. Proceed. 

Senator Curtis. Mr. Chairman? 

Mr. Smith, do you know Harold Winslow, who just left the stand? 

Mr. Smirn. May I talk tomy lawyer? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Smiru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Senator C uRTIs. Did you ever see him before today ? 

Mr. Smiru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Senator Curtis. Did you hear his testimony today ? 

Mr. SmirH. May [ talk to my lawyer ? 

The CHairman,. Yes, sir. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Smiru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Senator Curtis. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the witness be ordered 
to answer. I merely asked him if he heard Mr. Winslow’s testimony 
today. I think the committee is entitled to know whether he heard 
it. 

The CHatmman. The question is: Did you hear the testimony of 
Mr. Winslow when he appeared on the witness stand here today just 
preceding you ? 

Mr. Sairu. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

The CHamman. With the permission of the committee the Chair 
orders and directs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Smiru. I refuse to answer the question. 

The CuairmMan. You are ordered and directed to answer the ques- 
tion. 

Mr. Smiru. May I talk to my lawyer? 

The CuHatrMan. Yes. You'd better. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Smiru. Mr. Chairman, due to these loudspeakers I have quite 
a bit of trouble hearing through this hearing aid. I do wear a hearing 
aid. I could catch a word here and a word there. 

The CuatrMan. You heard part of his testimony ? 

Mr. Smiru. Not enough to put meaning to it. Not enough to get 
ameaning. 

The Cuatrrman. I didn’t understand you. 

Mr. Smiru. Not enough to get the meaning. 
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The Cuarrman. You heard some of the testimony, but not enough 
to get the meaning of it; is that correct? Is that what you said? 

Mr. Smrri. I heard him talking and I could catch a stretch of it 
every now and then, but I could not get the meaning of what he was 
trying to get over. 

The Cuatrman. To clarify what you said, as I understand it, you 
heard him testify but you just caught a word here and there and you 
couldn’t get the meaning of what he was saying. That is what you 
are telling us # 

Mr. Surru. Did you say I could not get the meaning! 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Smiru. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Senator Curtis. Have you been in the hospital in the last 3 or 4 
years? 

Mr. Smrru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Senator Curtis. Were you ever in the hospital in Knoxville? 

Mr. Smiru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Senator Curtis. Have you ever been shot in the elbow, accidentally 
or otherwise ? 

Mr. Siru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Senator Curtis. Do you still have a scar on your elbow? 

Mr. Suir. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Senator Curtis. Would you be willing to exhibit both your elbows 
to this committee ? 

Mr. Smirn. May I talk to my lawyer? 

The CuarrMan. Yes. | 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Smirn. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Senator Curtis. How long have you known Mr. Red Vaughn? 

Mr. Smiru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

The Cuamman. Well, do you know him? 

Mr. Saarn. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

The CuatrMan. Do you think it might incriminate you to admit it, 
that you know him? 

Mr. Smirn. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

The Cuamman. Is he that kind of a character, that it might incrim- 
inate you to acknowledge that you know him’ ¢ 

Mr. Sairu. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

The CyHatrrman. I wonder if he will make the same claim about 
you? Doyouknow? 

Mr. Smrru. I beg your pardon ? 

The Cuamman. I said I wonder if he is going to make the same 
claim about you. Do youknow? 
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Mr. Smirn. I am no mindreader. 

The CuarrMan. Sir? 

Mr. SmirH. I am no mindreader, sir. 

The Cuarrman. You are not a mindreader. You have talked to 
him, haven’t you ? 

Mr. Sairu. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

The CuatrMan. Haven’t you both agreed to take the fifth amend- 
ment so you wouldn’t have to tell on each other? Isn’t that the 
truth ? 

Mr. Soiru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

The Cuarman. Proceed. 

Senator Curtis. Have you ever been employed in the State of New 
Jersey ? 

Mr. Smirn. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Senator Curtis. Do you know Don Vestral ? 

Mr. Smirn. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Senator Curtis. That is all. 

Mr. Krennepy. Have you ever heard of the Powers Grocery Store 
in Knoxville, Tenn. ? 

Mr. Smuiru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you in the vicinity of Powers Grocery Store 
on or about September 5, and 6, 1956 ? 

Mr. Smiru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you called over there by Mr. Reynolds, the 
president of the local in Knoxville, to come and help with the Powers 
Grocery Store ? 

Mr. Suiru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you bring some dynamite with you when you 
came over that time / 

Mr. Smiru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you come over there with Robert Belcher ? 

Mr. Suirn. Is that all the question ? 

Mr. Kennepy. Yes. 

Mr. Surrn. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Krennepy. Did you and Mr. Belcher participate in the dyna- 
miting of the Powers Grocery Store ? 

Mr. Smiru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Krennepy. Were you in the vicinity of the Powers Grocery 
Store that night that it was dynamited, September 6 ? 

Mr. Smrru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

The Carman. Have you ever been questioned by any officer about 
your presence there ? 
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Mr. Sarru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

The Cuamman. You couldn’t even tell whether you had been in- 
terrogated by any law-enforcement officer about your presence there 
that night without possibly incriminating yourself; is that right? 

Mr. Smirn. May I talk with my lawyer ? 

The Cuamman. Yes. 

(The witness confers with his counsel.) 

Mr. Sairu. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

The Cuatrman. Proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know if Mr. Belcher is a member of your 
local? Is he? 

Mr. Surru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. And he has been arrested some 42 times ? 

Mr. Samiru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Is that why you selected him to go to Knoxville with 
you? 

Mr. Smiru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Looking at your record, prior to the time you were 
hired by the union you were arrested some 10 or 12 times. What was 
the basis of their hiring you? 

Mr. Samrru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. This included operating and keeping disorderly 
houses, a drunk, loitering, disorderly and offensive conduct, on a num- 
ber of different occasions. 

Mr. Smiru. The question again, please ? 

Mr. Kennepy. What was it in your record that made the teamsters 
want to hire you, Mr. Smith ? 

Mr. Smiru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. You were involved in an assault and battery in addi- 
tion to these other things? 

Mr. Smiru. I beg your pardon? 

Mr. Kennepy. You were involved in assault and battery, in addition 
to these other things, prior to being hired by the teamsters ? 

Mr. Surru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. In addition to the Powers dynamiting, we have you 
identified as participating in the dynamiting of the Ajax Warehouse, 
Nashville, Tenn. 

Mr. Soirn. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. And the dynamiting of the Southland Oil Corp., 
Jackson, Miss. Can you tell us anything about that? 

Mr. Smiru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be a 
witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. And the McDowell Co., in Nashville, Tenn. ? 

Mr. Sorru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 

witness against myself. 
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Mr. Kennepy. There were two separate dynamitings there, one 
causing a loss or damage of $100,000 and the other one somewhat less. 
Did you part icipate in either one of those? 

Mr. Smiru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 

a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. At the time of the last dynamiting, the office was 
dynamited. Did you participate in that? 

Mr. Smirn. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. They found in the property a homemade bomb, 
which is over here in one of the exhibits. Will you tell the committee 
whether you have ever seen that before? Would you look at it and 
tell the committee about that ? 

Mr. Smirn. The question again? 

Mr. Kennepy. I would like you to look at that homemade bomb, 
examine it, and tell the committee whether you have ever seen it before. 

Mr. Smrru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

The Carman. Are you familiar with it? 

Mr. Soairu. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

The CHAIRMAN. Have you ever had your hands on it ? 

Mr. Smirn. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

The Cuarmman. Did you make it? 

Mr. Smirn. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

The Carman. Did you transport it ? 

Mr. Smiru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

The Cuairman. Did you place it in position to be exploded ? 

Mr. Smirnu. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

The Cuarmman. Proceed. 

Senator Curtis. What are your duties as assistant business manager 
of the union ? 

Mr. Smiru. May I talk to my lawyer? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Smiru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

The Cuairman. You don’t want to leave the inference here that the 
union does something that would incriminate you if you told about it, 
that you are employed by that unien to do something that you can’t 
tell the public about without incriminating yourself ? 

Is that the implication you want to leave? 

Mr. Smirn. Are you through with the question ? 

The Cuamman. You heard the question. 

Mr. Smirn. I say are you through, sir? 

The Cuarrman. You have heard the question. 

Mr. Smirn. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

The Cuarreman. All right. 

Senator Curtis. Who advised you of what your duties were ? 
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Mr. Sarru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Senator Corrs. Who is your superior in the union ¢ 

Mr. Sorru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Senator Curtis. Do you have any duties to perform for the union 
that would not incriminate you ? 

Mr. Surru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Senator Curtis. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Kennepy. What about the dynamiting in Knoxville, Tenn., in 
reference to the Newman-Pemberton strike? Did you participate in 
that at all? 

Mr. Smirn. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. We have had quite a bit of testimony regarding your 
participation in the siruping of trucks in a number of different 
instances. 

Mr. Sairu. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Against the Carolina-Tennessee Co., at Newport, 
Tenn. Did you participate in the siruping there / 

Mr. Smrrn. Is that all? 

Mr. Kennepy. Yes. 

Mr. Smirn. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. And siruping of trucks at Monteagle, Tenn. ? 

Mr. Smiru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. And the siruping of the trucks of the Motoren Co., 
in Nashville, Tenn. ? 

Mr. Sairu. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. You have been linked in testimony with all of these 
things, with direct testimony. And another instance on November 7, 
1954, with the siruping of trucks of the Tennessee-Carolina Co. Did 
you participate in that? 

Mr. Sairu. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. And the slashing of tires at the B. & S. Motor Line; 
did you participate in that? 

Mr. Sarrn. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

The Cuamman. What salary are you paid by the union? 

Mr. Smirx. The question again? 

The Cuarrman. What salary are you paid by the union? 

Mr. Smrru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. And the breaking of barbershop windows in 1954 
and 1955. You have also been identified directly with breaking 
barbershop windows. Would you tell us anything about that? 

Mr. Soiru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 
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Mr. Kennepy. We have identified you before the committee with 
some 4 or 6 dynamitings, the slashing of tires on several occasions, on 
2 occasions, the siruping of trucks on about 8 occasions, beatings and 
assaults, which according to the testimony, mostly was from behind 
the victim, on 4 or 5 oce: asions. Can you tell us anything about that, 
or do you want to tell us about it, what you did? Or deny it? 

Mr. Smrru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be a 
witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. In addition to that, we have identified you as par- 
ticipating in some shootings. Would you tell us anything about that ? 
Can you tell us anything ? 

Mr. Smiru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be a 
witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. And we had testimony before the committee of 
Mr. Roy Byrd, of the B. & S. Lines, who was crippled for life after 
being shot. Did you participate in that ? 

Mr. Surrn. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be a 
witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Where did you learn to do all these dynamitings and 
shootings and beatings, Mr. Smith? Where did you become so brave? 

Mr. Smiru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be a 
witness against myself. 

Senator Curtis. Do you know any police officers? 

Mr. Smirn. May I talk to my lawyer 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Smiru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be a 
witness against myself. 

The CuarrMan. Senator McNamara? 

Senator McNamara. The witness has testified that he was a truck- 
driver before he became a paid official for the teamsters union. I 
would like to ask: How long were you a truckdriver before you be- 
came a paid official ? 

Mr. Smiru. May I talk to my lawyer? 

Senator McNamara. Yes. 

Mr. Smirn. Would you mind stating the question over ? 

Senator McNamara. What was that ? 

Mr. Smiru. Would you mind stating the question over ? 

Senator McNamara. You have testified that you were a truck- 
driver before you became a paid official. My question is: How long 
were you a truckdriver before you became a paid official ? 

Mr. Smrrn. May I talk to my lawyer? 

Senator McNamara. How much ? 

Mr. Smiru. May I talk to my lawyer? 

Senator McNamara. Sure. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Smiru. I would say approximately—you are talking about the 
Associated Transport; are you? 

Senator McNamara. Anytruck. <A truckdriver. 

Mr. Smirn. I answer that question that I worked for the Associated 
Transport before I went to work for the union. That is the company 
you are talking about. I would say approximately 10 months, some- 
where 2 or 3 weeks more or less. 
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Senator McNamara. Were you a truckdriver prior to that employ- 
ment ? 

Mr.Smirn. May I talk to my lawyer ? 

Senator McNamara. Sure. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Smiru. Yes, sir. 

Senator McNamara. For how long? 

Mr. Smiru. All my life. 

Senator McNamara. All your life? 

Mr. Smiru. Practically. Off and on; yes, sir. 

Senator McNamara. Are youa citizen of the United States? 

Mr. Suirn. roa Bae pardon ? 

Senator McNamara. Are you a citizen of the United States? 

Mr. Smiru. May I talk to my lawyer ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Smirn. Yes, sir. 

Senator McNamara. Thatisall. Thank you. 

Senator Curtis. Are you a member in good standing of the union ? 

Mr. Smiru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Senator Curtis. That is interesting. 

The Cuamman. Does the union condone those beatings and dyna- 
mitings, window breaking, tire slashing, siruping of motors, and so 
forth? Does your union appeene of that? 

Mr. Smiru. Are you through ? 

The Cuarrman. Sir? 

Mr. Smirn. Are you through ? 

The Cuamman. Yes. 

Mr. Soiru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be a 
witness against myself. 

The Cuarrman. I thought you said, “I do.” 

Senator McNamara. He said, “Are you through ?’ 

The Carman. When I am through with the question, you can 
tell it. 

Mr. Smirn. Unintentionally I butted in on the question when I 
thought you were through a couple of times. 

The Cuarrman. You can’t comment on whether your union ap- 
proves? You can’t even defend your union that much, to say that it 
does not approve of such acts; can you ? 

Mr. Smiru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

The Carman. I don’t see how anyone can get any other im- 
pression from this testimony except that you approve of it and your 
union approves of it, and that you are employed for that. purpose. 
Do you want to leave the record that way ? 

Mr. Smrru. Isthat.a question ? 

The CHatrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Smirn. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. In that connection, as I understand, Mr. Hoffa, 
according to the testimony we have had, intervened on your behalf; 
is that right ? 
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Mr. Sairn. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know Mr. Hoffa? 

Mr. Smirn. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
forced to be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. W hy did he intervene on your behalf ? 

Mr. Smirn. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was he approving of what you were doing down 
there during this period of time? 

Mr. Sarrn. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. And Mr. Gene San Soucie, do you know Mr. Gene 
San Soucie ? 

Mr. Smiru. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. And he intervened on your behalf also ? 

Mr. Smiru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
forced to be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. He is an important figure in the central conference 
of the teamsters. Do you understand why he would intervene for 
you ¢ 

Mr. Smiru. The question again, if you don’t mind. 

Mr. Kennepy. He is an important figure and was an important 
figure in the central conference of teamsters. Could you understand 
why he would intervene on your behalf ? 

Mr. Smiru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

The Cuairman. What I am interrogating you about is: Do you 
get extra pay in addition to the salary 4 Do you get paid by the 
job? 

Mr. Smirn. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is all. 

The Cuarrman. Are there any other questions 

In my judgment, any one who is in a position such as this witness 
is, and he knows his position, and he knows the justification 

Mr. Smirn. May | interrupt? 

The Cuatrman. I will say it loud enough for you to interfere. I 
said, in my judgment, anyone who is in a position such as you are, or the 
position you have taken, where you can’t talk about the affairs of your 
union and its activities, and come before a duly constituted tribunal 
or authority and give information that is needed by the Congress of 
the United States to help the legislation for the good of all “people, 
anyone who is in that position and who takes that position, reflects 
upon honest, decent unionism in this country. That is exactly what 
you have done here today. 

You may stand aside. 

Mr. Smirn. Thank you. 

Mr. Kennepy. I want to call Mr. Lyn M. Schroeder. 

The CHatrMan. Come forward, Mr. Schroeder. 
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Mr. Schroeder, be sworn. Do you solemnly swear the evidence you 
shall give shall be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the 
truth, so help you God ¢ 

Mr. Scuroeper. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF LYN M. SCHROEDER 


The Cuairman. State your name and business or occupation. 

Mr. Scurorper. Lyn M. Schroeder. I would rather not give my 
employment. 

The Cuarrman. I said what is your occupation. You are under 
fear, are you? 

Mr. Scuroeper. Well, if I gave my occupation and where I live, I 
am afraid I would be. 

The CuarrmMan. You will be directed to give that to the committee 
for its records in executive session. I will not require you to make 
it public. 

You have already given it to the staff, have you? 

Allright. 

Do you waive counsel ? 

Mr. Scurorper. Right. 

Mr. Kennepy. In 1955 you were working in Nashville, Tenn.; is 
that right ? 

Mr. Scuroeper. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you were working in the vicinity of some of 
the truckdrivers of the B. & S. Motor Lines? 

Mr. Scuroreper. Yes, I was. 

Mr. Kennepy. And that was during the time that the B. & S. Motor 
Lines was having difficulty with the teamsters union ? 

Mr. Scurorper. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. But you were not working for the B. & S. Motor 
Lines; were you? 

Mr. Scuroeper. I was not and never have been an employee of the 
B. & S. Motor Lines. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who were you working for at the time ? 

Mr. Scurorper. Hermitage Cabinet Shop. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was that ‘shop having any difficulty with any union 
at the time? 

Mr. Scuroeper. We were having no labor difficulty whatsoever. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you assaulted ? 

Mr. Scuroeper. Yes; I was. 

Mr. Kennepy. You were in the vicinity of the truckdrivers of the 
B. & S. Motor Lines, is that right, where they were ? 

Mr. Scurorper. Not at the time of the assault. 

Mr. Kennepy. You were assaulted. Would you tell why you be- 
lieved you were assaulted ? 

Mr. Scurogper. Well, during the strike, B. & S. had rented some 
trucks from a truck company downtown, and my company was in the 
process of losing some boxcars. 

Mr. Kennepy. As I understand it, the B. & S. Truck Co. was rent- 
ing some trucks? 

Mr. Scuroeper. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. From whom / 
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Mr. Scuroeper. From the Dixie System, the Dixie Drive It Your- 
self System. My employer asked me to go down to pick up a truck 
for him, which I did. I brought the truck by my house, which was 
next to B. & S. Motor Lines, and after lunch I went on up to the shop, 
to the cabinet shop. I had taken two loads, I believe, of furniture 
over to this railroad siding and then I was pulled off the truck to 
work in the shop for a while. 

After that, it was some 2 hours, I believe, I was put back on the 
truck, and it was just about 5 o’clock that this group of men came up 
to the car, the truck, where I was loading. 

Mr. Kennepy. As I understand it, the reason that you believe that 
you were assaulted ultimately was the fact that your place, your home, 

was next to the B. & S. Motor Lines Co. 

Mr. Scuroeper. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And that you had had a truck there, and it would 
appear that you were driving a truck for that company; is that right ? 

Mr. Scurorper. Well, that is one w ay it would appear, because the 
fellows on the picket line kept the license number of each truck that 
went in and out of B. & S. Motor Lines, and this happened to be one 
of the trucks that they had rented. 

Mr. Kennepy. This was one of the trucks that they had run in and 
out ¢ 

Mr. Scuroeper. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. I see. And which had been a rented truck? 

Mr. Scuroeper. That is right. It was a rented truck. 

Mr. Kennepy. So about 5 o’clock—you were getting to that. 

Mr. Scurorepver. About 5 o’clock, me and another fellow from our 
shop was unloading the truck in the boxcar, and then this group of 
men came up to the truck and started talking to us. They asked 
where the load of furniture, which we manufactured, was going, and 
if we were working all the time. I answered him “Yes,” and I told 
him where it was going. 

Then we had one end of the car loaded, packed, and I told the boy 
that was with me that we would have to go back and start on the other 
end of the car. When we turned our backs on these fellows, he was 
on top of some of the furniture that we had been making, we turned 
our back on the fellows, some of them came in the car, 2 of them on 
me and 2 of them on him. I don’t know who did the beating, who 
administered the beatings. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you beaten badly ? 

Mr. Scurorper. Well, I was beat around the face and the sides. 

Mr. Kennepy. Tell how the beating was administered. 

Mr. Scuroeper. Well, the 2 fellows that were on me, 1 held me, 
held my head back. 

Mr. Kennepy. Grabbed your hair and held you back ? 

Mr. Scurorper. Grabbed me by the hair of the head, and held my 
head back, and the other one used his fists. 

Mr. Kennepy. And they beat you around the face and around the 
chest ? 

Mr. Scuroeper. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. While one was holding your head back the other one 
administered the beating ? 

Mr. Scuroeper. Yes. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Did you find out later that they had cracked some 
of your ribs ¢ 

Mr. Scuroeper. I found out later that I was in quite a bit of pain, 
but I didn’t go to a doctor. It was some 2 weeks before the pain 
actually left. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were some of your ribs cracked ? 

Mr. Scuroeper. Well, I don’t know, but I have that feeling, that 
they were, because of the pain. I couldn’t lift anything and I couldn't 
get any sleep. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was the other fellow with you beaten up in the 
same way ? 

Mr. Scuroeper. They knocked him down, stomped him, and pulled 
his hair. Each time they would knock him down, they would lift 
him up by the hair of the head and hit him again. 

Mr. Kennepy. And hit him again ¢ 

Mr. Scuroeper. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was this reported to the police ? 

Mr. Scuroeper. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you able to recognize the people who had 
beaten you up ? 

Mr. Scurorper. The Davidson County police or sheriff’s office came 
out. They asked us questions and took the descriptions, but we were 
never taken down to police headquarters and never shown any pictures. 

Mr. Kennepy. You never were. 

Mr. Scuroeper. We never were. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you tell them at that time you thought you could 
identify those who had beaten you up ? 

Mr. Scurorper. We told them that. We told them we thought we 
could identify them, that we were positive we could. 

Mr. Kennepy. And since the committee began its investigation, and 
we showed you some of the pictures that were involved in the violence 
in that area—— 

Mr. Scuroeper. Yes; you did. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did we show you the pictures, among others, of Mr, 
Vaughn and Mr. Canaday, and Mr. Marston? 

Mr. Scuroeper. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Have you been able to identify those from those 
pictures ? 

Mr. Scurorper. Yes; I have been able to identify them. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know which one held your head ? 

Mr. Scurorper. No;I donot. My back wasto him. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know who was holding you ? 

Mr. Scurorper. No; I don’t know that, because I was facing the 
boxcar. 

Mr. Kennepy. Can you recognize them here in the room ? 

Mr. Scuroeper. I can point out two of them that I know of. 

The Cuatrman. Are they here in the room now ? 

Mr. Scuroeper. They are in the room now. Except Mr. Vaughn. 
He hasn’t come back. 

The CuHatrman. Mr. Vaughn was one of them ? 

Mr. Scuroeper. Mr. Vaughn was one of them. 

The CuatrmMan. Yousaw Mr. Vaughn here? 

Mr. Scuroeper. Yes. 
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The CuatrMan. Do you know who the other two are? 

Mr. Scuroever. Bob Marston. 

The CHarrMANn. Marston, stand up. 

Who was the other one 4 

Mr. Scurorper. And Mr. Canaday. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Canaday, stand up. 

All three of you come forward: Mr. Vaughn, Mr. Canaday, and Mr. 
Marston. 

Turn around and look at the three men behind you. Are they the 
thugs that beat you up ¢ 

Mr. Scuroeper. They were the ones that were in the group. 

Mr. Kennepy. That beat you and your friend 4 

Mr. Scuroeper. That is right. And exactly which one adminis- 
tered the beating to us, I don’t know. 

Mr. Kennepy. You couldn’t tell which one held you ? 

Mr. Scuroeper. That is right. And exactly which one adminis- 
tered the beating to us, I don’t know. 

Mr. Kennepy. You couldn’t tell which one held ? 

Mr. Scuroeper. I couldn’t tell that. 

Mr. Kennepy. But this is 3 of the 4 that beat you up, and your 

‘jend ¢ 

Mr. ScHroeper. Yes. 

The CHamman. What was the date this occurred ? 

Mr. Scuroever. In 1955, in August or September. The exact date 
I don’t know. 

The Cuarrman. I don’t know whether the statute of limitations has 
run out or not, but there is another matter for the police down there to 
work on. 

Are there any other questions ¢ 

Mr. Kennepy. They never showed you any pictures of any of these 
people / 

Mr. Scuroreper. The police department never showed me any pic- 
tures. 

Mr. Kennepy. They never followed it up at all ¢ 

Mr. Scuroeper. No. It was about 15 minutes before I could get 
back from the car to the shop, and they said there was nothing they 
could do because of the time lapse. 

The CHarrMaAn. Nothing they could do because of the time lapse? 

Mr. Scuroeper. That they had already gotten away. 

The Cuamman. They wouldn't try to find out ? 

Mr. Scurorper. They evidently didn’t try to find out. 

Senator Curtis. Do you know who the police officers were that you 
talked to? 

Mr. Scuroeper. Only that they were from the sheriff's department. 

Senator Curtis. You do not know their names? 

Mr. Scuroeper. No, I don’t. 

Senator Curtis. This happened in the city or outside the city ? 

Mr. Scuroeper. It was in Davidson County. 

Senator Curris. Outside the city ¢ 

Mr. Scuroeper. Outside the city limits. 

The Cuarrman. Are there any other questions / 

If not, thank you very much. 

Stand aside. 


89330—58—pt. 
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Call the next witness. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Vaughn. 

The CuHarrman. Come for ward, Mr. Vaughn. 

You will be sworn. You do solemnly swear the evidence you shall 
give before this Senate select committee will be the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God ¢ 

Mr. Vaueun. I do, sir. 


TESTIMONY OF RALPH G. VAUGHN, ACCOMPANIED BY HISs 
COUNSEL CECIL D. BRANSTETTER 


The CuarrMan. State you name, your place of residence and business 
or occupation. 

Mr. Vaucun. My name is Ralph G. Vaughn. I live at 2417 Dundee 
Lane. My occupation is: I am a business representative of locai 
union 327, Nashville, assistant to the business manager. 

The Cuatrman. That is a teamster’s union ¢ 

Mr. Vaueun. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. You have counsel with you? 

Mr. Vaueun. Yes; Ido, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Counsel, come forward, please. 

Let the record show that the same counsel appears for Mr. Vaughn 
that appeared for Mr. Smith. 

Proceed. 

Mr. Vaucun. Mr. Chairman, I would like to make a formal request 
here that since there have been some developments, I would like ¢ 
short recess, please, to discuss with my counsel this problem of 
testifying here. 

The CuatrMan. You wanta short recess / 

Mr. Vaucun. Just a couple of minutes will be plenty. 

The Cuatmrman. The committee will take a 5-minute recess. 

The CHarrman. We will proceed. The committee will come to 
order. 

(Members present at this point were Senators McClellan, 
aeitiaeare. and Curtis.) 

The CHarrman. Mr. Kennedy, you may proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Vaughn, you have been in the local for how 
long ? 

Mr. Vaucun. A member, you mean? 

Mr. Kennepy. Yes. 

Mr. Vaucun. Well, I first joined the teamsters in 1944 and I trans- 
ferred to Nashville and I have been there since 1945 and I was out 
for a year or two and then back in in 1949 and I have been a teamster 
since 1944. 

Mr. Kennepy. Where were you in 1944? 

Mr. Vaueun. Evansville, Ind. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then you transferred over to Nashville? 

Mr. Vauaun. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. When did you become an official of the teamsters 
union ¢ 

Mr. Vaucun. Well, the first time it was sometime in May of 1954 
and the exact date, about the 15th I believe. In 1955, February 1, 
I reported back to the trucking company and then on August 1, 1955, 
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I came back as a full-time business representative and I have been 
there ever since. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who hired you as a business representative ? 

Mr. VAaucun. Don Vestal, through the approval of the executive 
board. 

Mr. Kennepy. What is your salary and what financial arrange- 
ments have you 4 

Mr. Vaucun. Well, approximately, and the reason I am saying 
that is because there has been a little change just recently, but ap- 
proximately $138 a week. It is $138.80 a week. 

Mr. Kennepy. What do you get as far as expenses are concerned ? 

Mr. VauGun. $20 a week. 

Mr. Kennepy. That isa flat sum / 

Mr. Vaucun. Yes, sir; that is for incidental expense and, of course, 
we have travel expense and a car furnished. 

Mr. Kennepy. Your automobile is furnished to you ? 

Mr. Vauaun. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And gas for the automobile ? 

Mr. VauGuHn. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And that is in addition to the $205 that you receive ? 

Mr. Vaucun. Sir, I did not say I received $205 a week. 

Mr. Kennepy. I thought you said $185. 

Mr. Vaucun. No; not $185. $138.80 is the exact amount but I 
couldn’t say for sure. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then $20 a week in expenses ? 

Mr. Vaucun. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then you receive the automobile on top of that? 

Mr. VauGcun. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Are there any other expenses that you receive ? 

Mr. Vaveun. Well, travel. 

Mr. Kennepy. Any expenses that you have, is that right, you get 
reimbursed ¢ 

Mr. Vaucun. Yes, sir; except for this $20. I make sure that that 
is spent without reimbursement and then any other incidental ex- 
pense connected with the work of the union, I get that back, yes, 
sir; by a voucher. 

Mr. Kennepy. By voucher ¢ 

Mr. Vaveun. Yes, sir; approved. 

Mr. Krennepy. Have you ever been arrested, Mr. Vaughn ? 

Mr. Vaucun. Yes, sir; I have. I have been arrested, I am sure 
of that. 

Mr. Kennepy. What is that? 

Mr. Vaucuy. I have been arrested; yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. How many times have you been arrested ¢ 

Mr. Vauenn. I don’t know for sure. I was arrested 3 or 4 times, 
I believe, something like that. 

Mr. Kennepy. For what ? 

Mr. Vaueun. Drinking and one time on a picket line. 

Mr. Kennepy. All of the other times has been for drinking? 

Mr. Vavenn. I think one was a disorderly deal. 

Mr. Kennepy. An offense of tort ? 

Mr. Vaucun. Where it was tied in with drinking. It was baek. 

don’t believe—I haven’t been arrested that I can recall right now 
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since I have been working with the union, excepting the one time 
on the picket line, I believe. 

Mr. Kennepy. What is that ? 

Mr. Vaveun. Excepting for one time on the picket line I believe 
that is all of the arrests against me since I have been working for 
the union. 

Mr. Kennepy. You joined the union when, as an official 

Mr. Vaucun. In 1954 is when I came on. I was out for about 6 
months and then back. 

Mr. Kennepy. We have had some testimony here regarding your 
participating in the beating of Mr. Winslow. Do you know Mr. 
Winslow ? 

Mr. Vaveun. I would like to consult with my counsel, please. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Vaucun. Your question, sir? 

Mr. Kennepy. We have had some testimony that you participated 
in the beating of a Mr. Winslow. Mr. Winslow testified before the 
committee and identified you. Did you participate in his beating? 

Mr. Vaueun. Mr. Counselor, I would like to say this much—— 

Mr. Kennepy. Will you answer the question ? 

Mr. Vaueun. I certainly intend to answer the question, and that is 
the reason I had to have this few minutes here. I never have partici- 
pated in beating that gentleman, and I don’t know where he got the 
information from or the idea that I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. You were not even present ? 

Mr. Vaucun. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You never saw him being beaten ? 

Mr. Vaueun. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You were not around? 

Mr. Vavueun. I never saw him before in my life to my recollection. 

Mr. Kennepy. And his identification of you is incorrect ? 

Mr. Vavueun. As far as I know: yes, sir. I would say he testified 
here that he may have seen me, but I don’t know him, and him identi- 
fying me with that deal, it is a case of mistaken identity or untruth- 
fulness. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you know he was beaten ? 

Mr. Vaucun. No, sir; I did not. 

Mr. Kennepy. Nobody ever discussed it with you ¢ 

Mr. Vaueun. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You never knew anything about that ? 

Mr. Vaueun. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Until today, it is a complete surprise to you ? 

Mr. Vavcenn. Well, I had this conference with my lawyer, and he 
had the supplemental data of alleged charges, and it was one of them. 
That said in there that myself and this other gentleman was charged 
with beating this man. 

Mr. Kennepy. But you never had anything to do with it? 

Mr. Vaueun. I sure haven't. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you never saw it taking place? 

Mr. Vaucun. No, sir; I did not. 

Mr. Kennepy. This is a complete surprise to you, how he could 
identify you? 
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Mr. Vauaun. Yes, sir; I would say that, and I would like for him 
to be asked again positively for a positive identification. 

Mr. Kennepy. What about Mr. Schroeder? He has identified you, 
also, as particip: ge in these beatings. 

Mr. Vavaun. I don’t know him, and I never have seen him, and I 
did not have anything to do with that, either. 

Mr. Kennepy. You never had : anything to do with that? 

Mr. Vauecun. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. It isall wrong, too? 

Mr. Vauaun. As far as I know, it is, yes, sir. It is just another 
‘ase of mistaken identity, just like the other one and I don’t know any- 
thing about either one of them. 

Mr. Kennepy. You never had anything to do with it? 

Mr. Vaveun. No,sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You were not even there, and you did not see it ! 

Mr. Vaucun. No,sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You never knew he was being beaten, that is, Mr. 
Schroeder ? 

Mr. Vaueun. No,sir. 

Mr. KenNepy. You had nothing to do with it, also? 

Mr. Vauenn. No,sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you never received any information on it ? 

Mr. VAucun. No, sir. 

Senator Curtis. Have you ever been present when anyone was 
beaten in the last period since 1954? 

Mr. Vaucun. Just 1 minute now before I answer that question. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Vaucun. I had this one arrest we spoke of a while ago, was in 
conjunction with the picket line, and on that particular picket line I 
had a scrap of my own. And other than that, I have never witnessed 
or have any knowledge of any beatings whatsoever of anybody. 

Senator Curtis. Have you ever been present with W. A. Smith when 
there was a beating administered 

Mr. Vavueun. No,sir. 

Senator Curtis. Ora fight of any kind? 

Mr. Vavenn. I don’t recall ever being around Smitty when he al- 
legedly got into anything. 

Senator Curtis. Do you know Mr. Canaday, Mr. Perry Canaday ? 

Mr. Vaveun. I sure do. 

Senator Curtis. Have you ever been present with Mr. Canaday at 
any time when there was a beating or a fight of any sort ? 

Mr. Vaueun. Just one second, Senator, please. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Vaveun. All right, put the question again, please, sir. 

Senator Curtis. Have you ever been present with Mr. Perry Cana- 
day at any time when there was a beating or a fight taking place ? 

Mr. Vaveun. I don’t ever recall ever having been around him at 
any time when he allegedly got into any kind of a difficulty or scrap or 
whatever you would call it. Isure don’t. I don’t remember any. 

Senator Curtis. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Kennepy. You never heard of any fights of any kind that any 
of your fellow business agents got into, is that right ? 
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Mr. Vaucun. Justa ees please. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Vaucun. I don’t—you had better give me that question again, 
please. 

Mr. Kennepy. Would you read it back ? 

(The pending question was read by the reporter as above recorded.) 

Mr. Vaueun. Well, I would like for you, if it would be possible, to 
qualify in what respect do you mean “heard.” That covers quite a 
long thing. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you ever learn about any fights that your fellow 
teamster officials got into ? 

Mr. Vaucun. Well, I have read the newspapers and there is always 
a certain amount of scuttlebutt going around about this and that, 
but I don’t 

Mr. Kennepy. Was there much of that scuttlebutt going around 
the teamsters headquarters ? 

Mr. Vaucun. Well, I don’t hear very much. I am not around 
there too much, Mr. Kennedy. I am out, and I have quite a full-time 
job. 

Mr. Kennepy. You never heard any discussion or you never had any 
discussion with any of your fellow teamster officials regarding that? 

Mr. Vaucun. I just don’t recall it if I did at all. 

Mr. Kennepy. Let us pinpoint it from 1953 on. Did you have any 
discussions with any of your fellow teamster officials regarding any 
fights that they might have participated in ? 

“Mr. Vaucuy. W ell, — 1953, of course, they would not be fellow 
business agents because I didn’t start until 1954. And cutting that 
year off of it, that is still a mighty broad time to get up here and 
testify—just one minute, Mr. Kennedy, please—under testimony and 
oath testify that I never heard of a subject discussed or what have you. 
But to my recollection, I haven’t, no, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. What about the siruping of trucks? Do you know 
anything about that ? 

Mr. Vaucun. No,sir, I sure don't. 

Mr. Kennepy. You never had any discussions about that, at the 
teamster headquarters ¢ 

Mr. Vaucun. Not to my recollection, I sure haven't. 

Mr. Kennepy. You have not? 

Mr. Vaucun. No, sir, I sure haven't, not that I can remember, in 
any respect. 

Mr. Kennepy. You would remember that, would you not ? 

Mr. Vaucun. The chances are I would, but like I said before, Mr. 
Kennedy, I am under oath and I am 

Mr. Kennepy. You do not want to give any definite answers, is that 
right ? 

Mr. Vaveun. Not in respect to that because I never have been con- 
nected with anything like that and I don’t know of anybody that has 
to my knowledge and I just don’t remember about it. 

Mr. Kennepy. And these identifications of you by Mr. Schroeder 
and Mr. Winslow, are just a question of mistaken identity, is that 
right ? 

Mr. Vaucun. Well, I don’t know. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Their testimony of identifying you as participating 
in beating them is untrue, is that right! 2 

Mr. Vaucun. Yes, sir, I am going to say that because it is, and I 
would like 

Mr. Krennepy. You were not even present when a fight took place, 
is that right ? 

Mr. Vaucun. No, sir, and I never heard anything about it and I 
do not know anything about it, and I didn’t know anything about 
it at all until I read your agenda here, so to speek—the supplemental 
data—and then Winslow and myself were connected in one of those 
little skits like, and I have been racking my brain and everything 
else to try to remember the man’s name or anything connected with it. 
It is not to my ability. I just don’t know. 

Mr. Kennepy. While on a picket line, did you ever take your car 
out and follow any of the trucks and try to pull them over to the side 
or anything like that? 

Mr. Vaucun. Well 

Mr. Kennepy. I think you had better consult with your attorney. 
I do not know whether you had better leave and have another talk 
with him. You do not want to lie before the committee. 

Mr. Vaucun. Mr. Kennedy, I do not intend to lie and I certainly 
appreciate you offering me that opportunity. 

Mr. Kenyevy. Thank you, Mr. Vaughn. 

Mr. Vaucun. I was just trying to think how many times I have 
been out behind those trucks because I definitely have, but just one 
minute, please. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Vauceun. In respect to following trucks, we have in the past 
in the course of picketing trucks, we have followed them and picketed 
them wherever they stopped on the street or in the alley or anywhere. 

Mr. Kennepy. That isa usual procedure that you follow? 

Mr. Vaucun. Well, I wouldn’t say it is a usual procedure, but you 
asked me if I had followed these trucks and I was trying to truth- 
fully answer the question. 

Mr. Kennepy. That you have? 

Mr. Vaueun. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, after you followed them, did you ever pull 
up alongside and try to pull them over to the side of the road? 

Mr. Vaveun. I don’t recall ever attempting to do that. It may 
have been misconceived or something, but I just don’t believe I did, 
and I just wouldn’t say here that I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. What is your answer, yes or no? 

Mr. Vaueun. I am just not going to positively say. 

Mr. Kennepy. You do not want to say anything positive about 
that ? 

Mr. Vauern. I don’t know for sure. That is right. I am going to 
take your recommendation here and I am going to take a little short 
recess and talk to counsel, if you don’t mind. 

Mr. Kennepy. Are you? 

Mr. Vaueun. Yes. 

The Cuamman. The committee will be in recess for 3 minutes. 

(Brief recess. ) 

The Cratrman. Mr. Policeman, will you tell Mr. Vaughn that. his 
presence is desired ? 
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The committee will come to order. Resume, Mr. Kennedy. 
Mr. Kennepy. Would you read him the last question ? 
(The pending question is as follows: “While on a picket line, did 
you ever take your car out and follow any of the trucks and try to 
pull them over to the side of the road ¢”’) 

Mr. Vaucun. No, sir; I never did. 

Mr. Kennepy. You never did anything like that? 

Mr. Vaueun. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. What would you do, just follow behind them? 

Mr. Vaucun. Just stay close enough to see where they were going 
because it was just a case of when a truck stopped, to be there with a 
picket line. 

Mr. Kennepy. You would be there with a picket but you would 
never go alongside ? 

Mr. Vaucun. No. 

Mr. Kennepy. You never do anything like that ? 

Mr. Vaucun. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You never yell at the driver ? 

Mr. Vauecun. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Or swear at the driver ? 

Mr. Vaucun. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Nothing like that or threaten the driver ? 

Mr. Vaueun. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You would not do anything like that? 

Mr. Vaueun. I just said, let us put it this ws iy, that I don’t re- 
member ever doing it. 

Mr. Kennepy. You do not remember doing it. Do you think it is 
possible you might have done some of that ? 

Mr. Vaueun. Do you mean swearing at the people and all, while I 
was riding along beside them in my car; no, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. None of that ? 

Mr. Vauenun. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you remember in the Keith-Simmons Co., when 
you were having some difficulties with that company ? 

Mr. Vaveun. Well, I remember all of the litigation and the strike. 
I mean I reme smber something about all of those things that transpired 
over a 2- or 3-year period or something like that. 

Mr. Kennepy. I am thinking of 1955, the middle of 1955. Do you 
remember the Keith-Simmons Co. ¢ 

Mr. Vaucun. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you participate in that strike ? 

Mr. Vaucun. Not any more than just being the business repre- 
sentative that might drop by and visit with a picket or something 
like that. 

Mr. Kennepy- You just visited with the pickets ? 

Mr. Vauceun. I don’t remember ever directly participating in any 
respect. 

Mr. Kennepy. You never followed any of their trucks? 

Mr. Vaucun. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You never tried pull their trucks over to the side? 
Mr. Vaucun. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You never did anything like that ? 

Mr. Vaueun. No, sir. 
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Mr. Kennepy. And if anybody said you did, they were mistaken, 
just like Mr. Schroeder and Mr. W inslow 3 is that right? 

Mr. Vaucun. I believe so; yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Here is an: affidavit, Mr. Chairman. 

The Carman. I have an affidavit from Paul J. Gregory, and the 
affidavit may be printed in full in the record at this point and I will 
read you the pertinent parts of it. 

(The affidavit is as follows :) 


I, Paul J. Gregory, who reside at 1810 Acklen Avenue, Nashville, Tenn., freely 
and voluntarily make the following statement to James McShane, who has 
identified himself to me as a member of the staff of the United States Select 
Yommittee on Improper Activities in the Labor or Management Field. 

No threat, force, or duress has been used to induce me to make this statement, 
nor have I received any promise of immunity from any consequences which may 
result from submission of this statement to the aforementioned Senate select 
committee : 

I have been employed by Keith-Simmon, Inc., for the past 12 years, holding 
various positions. At the present I am warehouse superintendent, During the 
period of July 18, 1955, until July 7, 1956, my employer, Keith-Simmons, and 
teamster local 327 in Nashville, were involved in a labor dispute. 

On September 2, 1955, I left the warehouse and drove in my automobile toward 
the county courthouse here in Nashville. As soon as I left, “Red” Vaughn got 
into his car and chased me. About one and a half blocks away, he attempted to 
cut me off, but was not successful. He then pulled his car into the wrong lane 
of traffic and came up alongside my car and started to curse and abuse me, and 
wanted me to get out of my car and fight him. 

As the traffic light turned green, I continued on my way, making a right-hand 
turn at the intersection. Vaughn continued on across the intersection, pulled 
up at the right-hand curb and stopped. I proceeded toward the county court- 
house without further incident. 

I have read the foregoing statement and to the best of my knowledge it is 
true and correct. 

(Signed) Paut J. Gregory. 

Witnesses : 

LAVERN J. DurFry. 
JAMES MCSHANE. 





Sworn to and subscribed before me this 31st day of July 1957. 
(Signed) NETTIE F.: KINSEY. 

My commission expires November 29, 1960. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, you were in charge of the Whitley Cab Co 
strike ? 

Mr. Vaveun. Just one minute. Could I have an opportunity to 
deny all of that? 

Mr. Kennepy. I think you have already denied it. 

The Cuaran. Is that affidavit true or false ? 

Mr. Vaueun. It is false in all, in whole. 

The Cuarrman. The whole thing is false ? 

Mr. Vauacun. As far as I am concerned, yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now we have Mr. Schroeder, Mr. Winslow, and Mr. 
Gregory, all giving false testimony to the committee. Tell us about 
Mr. W hitley. Did you conduct that strike at the Whitley Cab Co.? 
Were you involved in it at all ? 

Mr. VaucGun. I was in some of it and I was there part of the time, 
yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, Mr. Whitley has testified to the fact that the 
representatives of the union would come up and scare the passengers 
in his cars and then scare his drivers, and pull up in front of them and 
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stop their cars suddenly so that the 
know anything about that ? 

Mr. Vaucun. Your question is that he has testified that representa- 
tives of the union have done these alleged things ? 

Mr. Kennepy. I will get to more specific things later, but now just 
representatives of the union and I am asking you as a business agent 
if you knew anything about that ? 

Mr. Vaueun. I don’t remember anything like that happening, no, 
sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You would know, would you not, you would remem- 
ber it and it is not that long ago. And you would know if it took 
place, would you not ? 

et Vaucun. Well, I don’t know anything about that. I just don’t 

sallifitdid. Those cabs cover a lot of territory. 

a Kennepy. Do you know from your own personal knowledge or 
from what any of your fellow teamster officials or fellow teamsters 
told you, whether that sort of practice was taking place ? 

Mr. Vaueun. I just don’t recall it at all, and "T don’t recall. 

Mr. Kennepy. You cannot remember that. 

Mr. Vaueun. I don’t remember any kind of conversation like that, 
no, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you think it might have taken place? Do you 
think these kinds of things might have t taken place? 

Mr. Vaueun. I just could not sa y 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you ever sir bisinate in anything similar to this 
at all, yourself ? 

Mr. VauGun. Excuse me a moment. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Vavucun. I don’t recall if Iever did,no, sir. I sure don’t. 

Mr. Kennepy. This is not a question of recalling. You would 
know that. I am not asking about a conversation. I am asking you 
whether you ever particip: ated yourself in the harassment of the 
drivers from the Whitley Cab Co. ? 

Mr. Vaucun. Well, like I said before, I just don’t recall and I just 
don’t feel like since that has been such a long time ago, and so much 

yater has been under the bridge, that I could sit here and be under 
oath and testify. 

Mr. Kennepy. You cannot tell the committee, or you want to leave 
the record that you cannot tell the committee or deny to the commit- 
tee that you participated in the harassment of drivers and the harass- 
ment of the people that were driving in the cabs. 

Mr. Vaueun. Mr. Kennedy, I don’t want to deny any nor admit it. 

Mr. Kennepy. You want to say you don’t remember ? 

Mr. Vaucun. I want to say that I certainly do not recall it if it 
has happened. 

Mr. Kennepy. Well, it is 1955. That is not too long ago and don’t 
you frown on that kind of practice, Mr. Vaughn, or do you? 

Mr. Vaueun. Well, your question is covering a lot of ground. 

Mr. Kennepy. Let me just ask you, and this does not cover a lot 
of ground and I want to ask your personal opinion. Do you approve 
or ‘disapprov e of that kind of practice, as a business agent of the 
teamsters ? 

Mr. Vaueun. Of hazing the people? 
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Mr. Kennepy. And the harassment of the drivers, following them 
and stopping suddenly in front of them and that type of thing. 

Mr. Vaucun. Just excuse me a moment, please. 

Mr. Kennepy. You can turn to your attorney for legal advice. Is 
that what you are doing? 

Mr. Vaueun. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You want to get legal assistance? Isee. All right. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Kennepy. Consult with him if you want to get legal assistance. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Vaucun. I believe your question was, did I approve or dis- 
upprove ¢ 

Mr. Kennepy. yet 

Mr. Vaucun. I don’t necessarily approve of it and I don’t neces- 
sarily disapprove of it. I don’t recall ever doing it myself and 

Mr. Kennepy. For the last 10 minutes you have not given any 
straightforward answers, Mr. Vaughn. Everything has been quali- 

fied and now you don’t even know whether you approve of these acts 
of harassment. And now you don’t recall whether you participated 


in them. 
Mr. Vaucun. Well, that is right, I just don’t recall whether I have 


or not. 

Mr. Kennepy. Your memory seems to have disappeared. 

Mr. Vaucun. No; I still have my memory. But remembering spe- 
cific instances and what have you-—— 

Mr. Krennepy. I am not asking you specific instances. I will get 
to that. But I just want to ask you generally first. Do you approve 
of your business agents hitting drivers over the head with motorcycle 
chains? How about that? Do you want to consult with your attor- 
ney ‘ 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Kennepy. Will the record show that he wants to consult with 
his attorney on that. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Vaucun. I want you to ask me the question again, please. 

The Cuarrman. Read the question to the witness, , ple: ase. 

(The pending question was read by the reporter. ) 

Mr. Vaueun. I would like to claim my constitutional rights not to 
be forced to be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. On something like that; is that right ? 

The Cuatrman. Well, we have testimony here that one of those 
drivers was beaten up with a motorcycle chain. Now, that is growing 
out of this union dispute. Do you approve of it or disapprove of it? 

Mr. Vaucun. Excuse me, please. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Vaueun. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

The Crarrman. Proceed. 

Mr. Krnnepy. Did you ever participate in that kind of a beating 
yourself ? 

Mr. Vaueun. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to ba 
a witness against myself. 
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Mr. Kennepy. You do not want to tell the committee whether you 
participated in the beating of a man with a motorcycle chain; is that 
right? 

Mr. Vaveun. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

The Cuamman. What kind of an organization of goons do they 
have down there in this thing? How many of you are in it? Can 
you tell us the number ? 

Mr. Vaueun. Excuse me. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Vaueun. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

The Cuarrman. Is it an organized group or are they under your 
direction as business agent ? 

Mr. Vavueun. I claim my constitutional right not to be a witness 
against myself. 

The Cuarrman. Go ahead. 

(Members of the select committee present at this point in the pro- 
ceedings : Senators McClellan, McNamara, and Curtis.) 

The Cuamman. Go ahead, Mr. Kennedy. 

Mr. Kennepy. We have had some testimony before the committee 
dealing with that event. Mr. Dicicco testified that he was beaten on 
the head with a motorc ycle chain when two people got in his taxicab, 
Then these men ran, Mr. Vaughn, they ran, after he turned around 
and recovered consciousness, they ran and he chased them. He iden- 
tified Mr. Vaughn’s car, as the car they got into. 

Can you tell us about that? 

Mr. Vaveun. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. W hy did you go to beat Mr. Dicicco? 

Mr. Vaucun. Counsel, please. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Vaueun. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. You testified earlier that you never participated, nor 
never knew, about any violence or any beatings of anyone while you 
were with the teamsters. 

Do you want to change that testimony ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Vaueun. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. In fact, you were present when Mr. Robert Whitley 
was beaten, were you not, the brother of the owner of the Whitley 
Cab Co.? That’ is another matter. Were you not present when he 
was beaten ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Vaucun. I clam my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. I don’t understand how you started out so definitely 
and told the committee you were going to answer all of these ques- 
tions. You started answering them all, and now a, you start 
hiding behind the fifth amendment, Mr. Vaughn. I don’t under- 
stand that. You don’t want to tell us anything about when Mr. 
Whitley was beaten up by Mr. Canaday ? 
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Mr. Vaucun. Let me consult my counsel. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Vaueun. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

The Cuairman. Are you not proud of your position here, of being 
asked if you beat up people with chains, and so forth? Then you 
take the position that you can’t say that you did it, or why you were 
justified in doing it! Are you proud of that. position you are taking? 

Mr. Vaucun. Excuse me just one minute. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Vaucun. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

The Cuairman. Did you actually run after you hit him? You look 
big and husky. I just wonder w hether you really got the courage 
to fight or not, unless you have all the advantages. 

Mr. Vaveun. May I consult with counsel ? 

The Cuarrman. Yes, you better. I will give you time to consult 
with him. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Vauceun. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. I just want to go back to this Schroeder incident. 

Do you know Mr. Ewing King, of the local ? 

Mr. Vaucun. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. You do know him. Do you know if he had any 
conversations with Mr. Schroeder regarding the time Mr. Schroeder 

yas beaten ? 

Mr. VauGun. No, sir, I sure don’t. 

Mr. Kennepy. You don’t know anything about that? 

Mr. Vaueun. No, sir. 

Mr. ee Do you know Mr. Ewing King, representing the 
union, came to Mr. Schroeder and said that the teamsters union would 
be w Ming to pay his medical bills, as long as he wouldn’t prosecute ? 
Do you deny that you knew that ? 

Mr. Vavucun. Just a minute, please. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Vaueun. I didn’t know anything about it, and still don’t. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you deny that you knew anything about Mr. 
King visiting Mr. Schroeder and telling him that the te: imsters would 
be willing to pay his medical bills as long as he did not prosecute in 
this case / 

Mr. Vaueun. As far as I know, I don’t know anything about it. I 
just don’t remember ever hearing anything about Ewing King going 
to anybody and talking to them in that manner. 

Mr. Kennepy. You don’t remember it ? 

Mr. Vaveun. I would like to say that I just don’t 7 the infor- 
mation here to say that I did know anything about it. I don't. 

The CHarrman. You have your memory. 

Mr. Vavucun. Yes, but I—— 

Mr. Kennepy. It is not working very well? 

Mr. Vavenn. Excuse me just one moment, please. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 
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Mr. Vaueun. I just don’t know anything about it. Mr. Kennedy, 
I sure don’t. 

The Cuarrman. Go ahead. 

Mr. Kennepy. So, you were willing to answer all the questions 
up to the time that we came to the point of you beating somebody 
over the head with a motorcycle chain from behind; is that right? 
All the other questions you would answer? 

Mr. Vaucun. Just 1 minute, please. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr, VAucun. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, I would like to call Mr. Schroeder 
back for a moment. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Schroeder, come back, please. 


TESTIMONY OF LYNN M. SCHROEDER—Resumed 


Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Schroeder, I would like you to look once again 
at Mr. Vaughn. Did he participate or was he present at the time you 
were beaten ? 

Mr. Scuroeper. He was present at the time I was beaten. 

Mr. Kennepy. And he and three other people were present when 
you and your companion were beaten; is that right ? 

Mr. Scuroeper. There were six in the group. 

Mr. Kennepy. He was one of those that you could identify ? 

Mr. Scuroeper. He was one of the group. 

Mr. Kennepy. There is no question in your mind ? 

Mr. Scuroeper. No question in my mind. 

Mr. Kennepy. And his testimony that he was not present is not 
correct; is that right ? . 

Mr. Scuroeper. His testimony that he doesn’t know me, never has 
seen me, that is untrue, for this reason: They had the picket-line 
shelter on my lot for a number of weeks. 

The Cuatrman. Did you see him there a number of times ? 

Mr. Scurorper. Yes; I had. 

The Cuamman. And he has seen you ? 

Mr. Scuroeper. He has seen me. 

The Cuatrman. You couldn’t be mistaken, then, when he was beat- 
ing you up? 

Mr. Scuroeper. No. 

The Cuarrman. You know who it was? 

Mr. Scuroeper. I know who it was. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you approached afterward by any representa- 
tives of the teamsters that they would pay your medical bills? 

Mr. Scuroeper. I was approached by one of the pickets and by 
Mr. King. 

Mr. Kennepy. Could you tell the conversation that you had about 
that ? 

Mr. Scuroeper. Mr. King came to me and said I was the wrong 
fellow that got beaten up. 

Mr. Kennepy. Said you were the wrong fellow that got beaten up? 

Mr. Scuroeper. Yes. And, also, if I lost any time, or anything, or 
had any hospital bills, that the union would take care of me. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Did he say anything about prosecuting the case 

Mr. Scurorper. No; because we hadn’t been taken down to the 
police department. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did he ask about that, whether you had been taken 
down ? 

Mr. Scuroeper. No; he didn’t. 

Mr. Kennepy. But he said that the teamsters would take care of any 
medical bills or any loss that you might incur from not being able to 
work; is that right? 

Mr. Scuroeper. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And that was Mr. King? 

Mr. Scuroeper. Mr. King. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you were also approached by a picket, a 
teamster picket ? 

Mr. Scurorper. By Shorty Richards, who was on the picket line. 

Sen: ator McNamara. Were the bills, in fact, paid by the teamsters 
union / 

Mr. Scrrroeper. No. 

Senator McNamara. Were you reimbursed in any manner by the 
teamsters ¢ 

Mr. Scuroeper. Well, I didn’t go and see a doctor. 

Senator McNamara. You didn’t have any expense? 

Mr. Scuroeper. I didn’t have any expense. 

Senator McNamara. All right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Winslow, would you come forward ? 


TESTIMONY OF HAROLD A. WINSLOW—Resumed 


Mr. Kennepy. Would you look at Mr. Vaughn again and would you 
tell the committee whether you are sure that Mr. Vaughn was present 
at the time that this beating was administered to you ! 

Mr. Wrvstow. He was present and knows something about it. 

Mr. Kennepy. But there is no question in your mind that he was 
present ¢ 

Mr. Winstow. No question in my mind that he was present. 

Mr. Kennepy. That he was present ? 

Mr. Winstow. That he was present. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is all. 


TESTIMONY OF RALPH G. VAUGHN—Resumed 


Mr. Kennepy. You still deny both of these ? 

Mr. Vaucun. I certainly do. I just don’t know one of these fellows. 
If this other, Mr. Schroeder, says that I know him and he knows me, 
I don’t recollect ever meeting him at all. I want to implicitly deny 
any connection whatsoever with those particular instances that they 
are ti ulking about. 

Mr. Kennepy. I would like to summarize your testimony. You 
started off by saying that you never had any information about any 
beatings. Your testimony conflicts with 8 different individuals, the 
sworn testimony of 2 individuals and an affidavit from a third regard- 
ing your activities. 

On the question of beating another individual, and being present 
at the beating of another individual, namely, Mr. Whitley, you have 
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taken the fifth amendment. On the beating of aman with a motorcycle 
chain from behind, you have taken the fifth amendment, and, on the 
other acts of violence, you have said that you cannot remember, your 
memory has failed you. I don’t think that is a great record, Mr, 
Vaughn, to say the least. 
Senator Curtis. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have Mr. Kenneth 
Whitley come up here. I want to ask him something before Mr, 
Vaughn leaves the witness stand. 


TESTIMONY OF KENNETH M. WHITLEY—Resumed 


Senator Curtis. Mr. Whitley, you testified previously about an 
assault against you ? 

Mr. Wuirttey. That is right. 

Senator Curtis. And Mr. Canaday was arrested for it ? 

Mr. Wurttey. That is right. 

Senator Curtis. He was found guilty ? 

Mr. Wuittey. Yes. 

Senator Curtis. You were present in court when he was tried ? 

Mr. Wuittey. Yes. 

Senator Curtis. Where was that court held ? 

Mr. Wuittey. A county court, in Nashville. 

Senator Curtis. About when ? 

Mr. Wuittey. Around the Ist or the middle of December. 

Senator Curtis. Mr. Vaughn, the gentleman sitting over there at 
the witness table, did he appear in court that day ? 

Mr. Wuittey. He did. 

Senator Curtis. He was a witness for Mr. Canaday ? 

Mr. Wuirttey. That is right. 

Senator Curtis. Did you hear his testimony ¢ 

Mr. Wuittey. Yes, sir. 

Senator Curtis. Did he testify that he was present and testify : 
to what happened ? 

Mr. Wuittey. Yes, sir. 

Senator Curtis. Mr. Chairman, I wish to point out oe earlier 
today I asked Mr. Vaughn if he was ever present when Mr. Canaday 
beat anybody or had any fight, and he categorically denied : Now 
we find that he was in court and testified in behalf of Mr. Canaday 
in reference to a situation where Mr. Canaday was convicted. 

[ have no further questions of this witness. 
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TESTIMONY OF RALPH G. VAUGHN—Resumed 





The CuamrmMan. What do you want to say about it? You were in 
court, were you not / 

Mr. Vaucun. Excuse me, please. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Vaueun. I am of the opinion through counsel that I have 
testified, or at least I had said in reference to the question about Mr. 
Whitley here, that I stood on my constitutional rights in not being 
forced to be a witness against myself. 

The CuHarrman. You were not standing on your constitutional 
rights when you went down there and testified in behalf of Canad: LY. 
Did you go down there and testify in behalf of Canad: ay ? 
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Mr. Vaucun. Excuse me just a minute, please. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Vavuaun. If I testified like the Senator said there, I must have 
misunderstood his question, and I would still like to ¢ laim my consti- 
tutional rights on all questions surrounding this witness. 

The Carman. You don’t want to admit you beat him up, or were 
present and participated in it? Is that it? 

Mr. Vaucun. Excuse me, please. 

(The witness conferred w ‘ith his counsel.) 

Mr. Vaucun. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

The CuarrMan. Proceed, Mr. Kennedy. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is all. 

Senator Curtis. I want to ask you this: As business manager of 
this local union, do you know whether or not funds of that union 
were used to buy dynamite? 

Mr. Vauaun. Senator, I am not the business manager. I don’t 
have any control over any of the money. That is all I know about it. 

Senator Curtis. Regardless of what your duties are, do you know 
whether or not the union purchased dynamite ? 

Mr. Vaveun. I would like to consult counsel. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Vaucun. As I stated here before what my duties were, and my 
duties didn’t include handling any of those finances, to my know]l- 
edge I don’t know of money being spent 

Senator Curtis. I don’t care about duties involving finances. Did 
the union buy dynamite ? 

Mr. Vaucun. To my knowledge they did not. 

Senator Curtis. They never have? 

Mr. Vavcun. Tomy knowledge, no, sir. 

Senator Curtis. Did they ever buy sirup? 

Mr. Vaucun. Tomy knowledge, no, sir. 

Senator Curtis. To your knowledge, what do you mean ? 

Mr. Vaveun. Well, I am just saying I don’t have any—I never 
have had any access to anything that indicated that they did. 

Senator Curtis. Do you know of any individual who purchased 
sirup or dynamite for the union? 

Mr. Vaueun. No,sir. I sure don’t. 

The Crarrman. Did you submit any bill to the union to reimburse 
you for dynamite or for sirup ? 

Mr. Vaveun. No, sir; I never have. Isure haven’t. 

Senator McNamara. Mr. Chairman ? 

The Cnatrman. Senator McNamara. 

Senator McNamara. Do I understand you are the business man- 
ager for local 247 ? 

Mr. Vaveun. The local is 327, but I am not sys manager. I 
am assistant to the business manager along with 7 or 8 other fellows. 

Sen: ator McNamara. Then you were not elected as business man- 
ager ? 

Mr. Vavenn. No, sir; I was hired by the president and business 
manager with the approval of the general executive board. 


Senator McNamara. Your term of office doesn’t run for any speci- 
fied time ? 
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Mr. Vaucun. Not asa business agent; no, sir. 
Senator McNamara. They can replace you at will. Is that the 
situation ? 

Mr. Vaucun. As far as a business representative; yes, sir. But— 
excuse me just 1 minute, would you please? I would like to consult 
counsel. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Vaucun. To the best of my knowledge, I am subject to being 
discharged ; yes, sir. 

Senator McNamara. Mr. Vaughn, would you know whether or not 
your local is under trusteeship from the international office ? 

Mr. Vaucun. Excuse me just a minute. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Vavueun. According to my knowledge, sir, we are operating 
under local autonomy and have been since 1952. 

Senator McNamara. Before you became an assistant business man- 
ager of the local, were you a truckdriver 2 

Mr. Vaucun. Yes, sir. 

Senator McNamara. For how many years? 

Mr. Vauenn. Well, I was a driver for 17 or 18 months, and then, 
like I said before, I didn’t drive, and then I drove—I didn’t drive 
for about 17 or 18 months or a couple of years, and then I started back 
to driving, and I had about 5 or 514 years’ seniority at this company 
when I went to work for the union. 

Senator McNamara. You have been driving for 5 or 6 years total ? 

Mr. Vavucun. Well, yes. A little longer than that. 

Senator McNamara. That isall. 

The Cuatrman. Is there anything further? 

The Chair will announce that the transcript of this testimony here 
today, particularly that part with respect to Mr. Vaughn, Mr. Whit- 
ley, Mr. Winslow, and others whose testimony may be in conflict, 
will be sent tomorrow, as soon as this record can be transcribed, to 
the Department of Justice. I have said heretofore in these in- 
stances that sometimes it is difficult, we may have to pursue the mat- 
ter further, but here is one where it is abs solutely and dis ametrically 
in conflict, 3 witnessses or 4 against 1. Somebody is perjuring him- 
self. We have all kinds of liars and perjurers who come before us. 
Some are experts and some are amateurs. But this is an instance 
where it is perfectly clear beyond a peradventure of doubt. Perjury 
has been committed before this c eee 

Those are the orders of the Chair. Get the transcript as promptly 
as you can. 

This is one case where I think the Justice Department can act 
immediately. 

The committee will stand in recess until 10: 30 in the morning. 

(Thereupon, at 4:45 p. m., the committee recessed, to reconvene 
at 10: 30a.m., Wednesday, December 11, 1957.) 

(Members of the select committee present at the taking of the 
recess were : Senators McClellan, McNamara, and Curtis.) 
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INVESTIGATION OF IMPROPER ACTIVITIES IN THE 
LABOR OR MANAGEMENT FIELD 


WEDNESDAY, DECEMBER 11, 1957 


Unirep Srates SENATE, 
Sretecr ComMmirree ON Improper ACTIVITIES 
IN THE LaBpor OR MANAGEMENT FIELD, 
Washington, D. C. 

The select committee reconvened at 10:30 a. m., pursuant to 
Senate Resolution 74, agreed to January 30, 1957, in the caucus room, 
Senate Office Building, ‘Senator John I. McClellan (chairman of the 
select committee) presiding. 

Present : Senator John L. McClellan, Democrat, Arkansas; Senator 
Pat McNamara, Democrat, Michigan; Senator Carl T. Curtis, Re- 
publican, Nebraska. 

Also present: Robert F. Kennedy, chief counsel; LaVern J. Duffy, 
investigator; James P. McShane, investigator; Ruth Y. Watt, chief 
clerk. 

The CuHatrrmMan. The committee will be in order. 

(Members of the committee at the convening of the session: Senators 
McClellan and Curtis. ) 

The CuarrMan. Call the next witness, 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Perry Canaday. 

The CuatrMan. Do you solemnly swear that the evidence you shall 
give before this Senate select committee shall be the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Canapay. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF PERRY H. CANADAY, ACCOMPANIED BY HIS 
COUNSEL, CECIL D. BRANSTETTER 


The CuatrMan. State your name, your place of business, and your 
business or occupation. 

Mr. Canapay. My name is Perry H. Canaday, I live at 507 ett 
Avenue, Nashville, Tenn. Assistant business agent of local 3 

The CuHarrMan. Do you have counsel, Mr. Canaday ? 

Mr. Canapay. I do, sir. 

The CuatmrMan. Let the record show that the same counsel appear- 
ing today for Mr. Canaday appeared yesterday for Mr. Vaughn and 
Mr. Smith. 

Mr. Kennepy. You are an assistant business agent, is that right? 

Mr. Canapay. Assistant business agent, yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. How long have you held that position ? 

Mr. CanapAy. May I talk to my counsel ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 
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Mr. Canapay. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Even for how long you have been a business agent 
for the teamsters. 

Mr. Canapay. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

The Cuarrman. What is there about that union down there that 
makes you all ashamed of it? 

Mr. Canapay. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

The Cuatrman. Are you ashamed of it? 

Mr. Canapay. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced 
to be a witness against myself. 

The Cuarrman. All right. Proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, Mr. Chairman, we have according to some 
direct testimony before the committee, Mr. Canaday involved in a 
number of assaults and a number of siruping of trucks. Specifically 
we have you involved, and you have been identified as participating 
in the beating with two other men of Mr. Lynn Schroeder. 

Could you ‘tell the committee about that? 

Mr. Canapay. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. There were 2 other people other than yourself that 
were there, and beat this man ? 

Mr. Canapay. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. That one of you held the man’s hair back, and the 
other one beat him around the face and in the body? 

Mr. Canapay. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

The Cuatrman. Do you take any pride in a gang of thugs going 
around beating up a little fellow like that, when he is helpless and 
defenseless ? 

Mr. Canapay. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

Senator Curtis. I would like to ask Mr. Canaday, there is at least 
one of these offenses where you have already been tr ied and sentenced. 


There is no possible chance that you could incriminate yourself. Will 
you tell us about that case? 


Mr. Canapay. May I t: alk to my counsel ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Canapay. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced 
to be a witness against myself. 

Senator Curtis. Do you expect to give us any evidence in reference 
to labor matters in the Tennessee area ? 

Mr. Canapay. May I talk to my lawyer, please? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Canapay. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. That same amendment to the Constitution also says 
that you cannot be tried for the same offense twice. So Senator 
Curtis was asking you, I believe, about the felonious assault on 
James T. Bruce, on which you were convicted, I believe ? 
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Mr. Canapay. May I talk to my counsel? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Canapay. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

The Cuairman. There must be something about this. You go 
around and beat people up. If you have alre: ady been tried and con- 
victed on one instance—if there is any justification for this violence, 
certainly you are the people to give us the information. 

If you take this position, I can ‘only assume, and I am sure the public 
will assume, that you are nothing but a gang of thugs. You want that 
impression going ‘abroad 

Mr. Canapay. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

The CuarrMan. Proceed, Mr. Kennedy. 

Mr. Kennepy. In addition to the assault on Lynn Schroeder, with 
two other men, we also have him assaulting another man under which 
he is under indictment and I won't go into that at this time, but he 
has been convicted of the assault on James T. Bruce. That is the 
third matter. 

Then there is an assault in December of 1954 on Kenneth Whitley, 
of which he was convicted and fined $10. 

Is that correct ¢ 

Mr. Canapay. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was that part of the functions of an assistant busi- 
ness agent for that local, to go around beating people up? Did you 
have some companions with you? 

Mr. Canapay. May I talk to my lawyer? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Canapay. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, we have here an affidavit from an- 
other individual, who was beaten up by Mr. Canaday. 

The Cuatrman. Do you know Jack P. Wehby ? 

Mr. Canapay. May I talk to my counsel ? 

The Cuamean. Yes, ask him if you know him. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Canapay. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

The CHatrmMan. He claims he knows you. 

Mr. Canapay. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

The Cruairman. Well, I will read the body of the affidavit, and the 
formal parts I will omit and the affidavit will be printed in the record 
in full. 


AFFIDAVIT 


I, William E. Wehby, who reside at 2015 Bernard Circle, Apartment 2, Nash- 
Ville, Tenn., freely and voluntarily make the following statement to LaVern J. 
Duffy, who has identified himself to me as a member of the staff of the United 
States Senate Select Committee on Improper Activities in the Labor-Management 
Field. No threat, force, or duress has been used to induce me to make this 
statement, nor have I received any promise of immunity from any consequences 
which may result from submission of this statement to the aforementioned 
Senate select committee. 
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My father, Jack P. Wehby, Sr., owns and operates the Wehby-Mohawk Motor 
Lines located in Nashville, Tenn. The employees of the company, with the 
exception of the office workers, have been members of the teamsters union here 
in Nashville since 1945. 

During the year 1955 I was in charge of the maintenance shop of Mohawk 
Motor Lines here in Nashville. On March 31, 1955, at 11 a. m., while working 
in the body shop, I saw Perry Canaday, business agent of the teamsters union 
in Nashville, talking to William J. Mays, a company employee, and Ernest 
McBride, a contractor who was in the shop at the time. 

I walked up to Mr. Canaday and asked him if he would mind carrying out 
his discussion with the two men in the drivers’ room. Canaday turned around, 
made the remark, “It seems every time I come around here you get nervous and 
seared.” I simply said there was nothing to be nervous about. Suddenly, with- 
out warning, Canaday swung at me and hit me in the face with his fist. The 
blow knocked me off balance and Canaday then attempted to jump on me. About 
this time Mr. McBride, who witnessed thé assault, stepped in and Canaday made 
the remark, “You might be able to whip me, but there will be a dozen more here 
shortly to help me.” 


That is the way you do it, is it ? 

Mr. Canapay. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

The CHarrMANn (reading) : 


Canaday then withdrew through the rear door of the shop. 


Do you remember that ? 

Mr. Canapay. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

The CHarrMan (reading) : 


After the assault I went immediately across the street and told my brother, 
Jack Wehby, what had happened and he called the sheriff's office. My brother 
and I then started back across the street toward the maintenance shop when a 
“ar drove up and stopped. Canaday, W. A. Smith, and C. B. Richardson, who 
were also members of the teamsters union, got out of the car and walked to- 
ward us. 

W. A. Smith, acting as spokesman, was quite angry and began swearing. My 
brother, Jack, then made the remark that if Smith wanted to discuss the situa- 
tion they could do it inside in the office. The entire group then went into my 
brother Jack’s office. While in the office W. A. Smith acted very belligerent 
and attempted to instigate a brawl. 

My brother, Jack, went back to his desk and said he was going to make notes 
of what was going on. About this time the sheriff’s patrol arrived. I pro- 
ceeded to tell the two officers exactly what had happened, also that I wanted 
Mr. Canaday arrested. At this point Smith made the remark to me, “You are 
getting pretty brave.” He then swore at me in the presence of the officers. 

One of the officers advised me that I would have to go down to the courthouse 
and swear out a warrant before they could arrest Canaday. Canaday, Smith, 
and Richardson left shortly thereafter, and within a few minutes the police 
officers also left the premises. 

Within a couple hours I contacted my attorney, Mr. Whitworth Stokes, now 
deceased, and told him exactly what happened. He advised me to swear out a 
warrant against Canaday, which I proceeded to do. 

Prior to the case against Canaday being heard in the local courts, I again 
talked to my attorney, Mr. Stokes, on the telephone. He advised me that he had 
talked to Mr. J. Carlton Loser, the attorney general in Nashville, about the 
incident, and had been told that Mr. Canaday had no previous record and more 
than likely if Canaday were convicted he would not receive anything more than 
a small fine. 

It was not long after this that I was informed by my attorney that Perry 
Canaday had written a letter apologizing for his actions on March 31, 1955. 
However, I have never seen the letter, and I do not know if it was actually 
signed by Canaday or the union. 

Prior to the case against Canaday being tried in the local court here in Nash- 
ville, I decided to withdraw the charges. I withdrew the charges primarily 





[otor 
1 the 
here 


1awk 
‘king 
inion 
rnest 


, out 
yund, 
; and 
with- 

The 
bout 
nade 
here 


d to 


ad to 


ther, 
ther 
en a 
who 
1 to- 


My 
itua- 
» my 
rent 


Lotes 
pro- 
nted 
| are 


ouse 
nith, 
olice 


now 
ut a 


gain 
had 
the 
nore 
than 


‘erry 
1955. 
ially 


ash- 
irily 


IMPROPER ACTIVITIES IN THE LABOR FIELD 7389 


because I knew my father had to deal with the teamsters union in the future, 
and they would make it difficult for him and the company if I proceeded against 
one of their business agents. Also, when I was told Canaday would get off with 
a small fine if convicted, I felt it was not worth the effort to go ahead with the 
case. 
I have read the foregoing statement, and to the best of my knowledge it is 
true and correct. 
WILLIAM FE. WEnBY. 
Witnesses : 
LAVERN J. DUFFY. 
Lucy C. TERRELL. 
Sworn to and subscribed before me this 16th day of August 1957. 
EVELYN Poya.ty, Notary Public. 
My commission expires: February 8, 1958. 
Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Duffy, do you have the police record of Mr. 
Canaday ¢ 
Mr. Durry. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Kennepy. Does he have a record ? 
Mr. Durry. He does. 


TESTIMONY OF LaVERN J. DUFFY—Resumed 


Mr. Durry. On January 21, 1946, Canaday was arrested in Nash- 
ville for disorderly conduct and he was fined $5 

On July 7, 1946, he was arrested for disorderly conduct in Nash- 
ville and the charge was dismissed. 

On July 19, 1948, Canaday was arrested for being drunk on the 
street in Nashville and he was fined $5. 

April 4, 1955, he was arrested for window breaking at the Brad- 
ford barbershop, and also at the Reeds barbershop in Nashville. For 
this Mr. Canaday was convicted and sentenced to 6 months in jail 
and fined $100. He was convicted along with Sam Peters. 

On April 27, 1955, Canaday was arrested for bei sing a drunk, and 
was fined $5. 

On November 28, 1955, Canaday was arrested for felonious con- 
spiracy to commit murder on James T. Bruce. He was convicted 
for this offense, along with Mr. Richardson, and sentenced to 11 
months and 29 days, and fined $1,000. That case is now pending 
before the Supreme Court of Tennessee. 

On December 12, 1954, he assaulted Kenneth Whitley, and he was 
fined $10. We also know that Mr. Canaday assaulted Kenneth 
Draper on September 22 of this year, and that case is currently under 
indictment. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, we have him associated and tied up 
with five different assaults. 

Is that right ? 


TESTIMONY OF PERRY H. CANADAY, ACCOMPANIED BY HIS 
COUNSEL, CECIL D. BRANSTETTER—Resumed 


Mr. Canapay. May I talk to my counsel ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Canapay. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 





7390 IMPROPER ACTIVITIES IN THE LABOR FIELD 


Mr. Kennepy. Why were you hired as a business agent for the 
teamsters in the first place ? 

Mr. Canapay. May I talk to my counsel ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Canapay. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced 
to be a witness against myself. 

The CuarrMan. Are you still in the union / 

Mr. Canapay. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced 
to be a witness against myself. 

The Cuatrman. Would that be a witness against yourself to admit 
you are in the union ? 

Mr. Canapay. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

The CuatrmMan. Have you ever been expelled from the union? 

Mr. Canapay. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to 
be a w itness against myself. 

The CrartrMan. You are in good standing? 

Mr. Canapay. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

The CuHatrMAn. Have you been given any reward or citation from 
the union for your heroic beating up of people? 

Mr. Canapay. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

The CHatrMan. Do they issue citations to you when you perform 
something effectively ? 

Mr. Canapay. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. I might point out, Mr. Chairman, that Mr. Canaday 
did go to jail for the throwi ing of rocks through barbershop windows, 
and while in jail for the 6- month period he was paid by the union, 
according to records that we have. Isn’t that right? 

Mr. Canapay. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

The Cuarrmman. They pay you for serving a jail sentence, out of 
union members’ dues ¢ 

Mr. Canapay. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

The Caiman. Is that right? I believe I would be ashamed of 
that, too. 

Mr. Kennepy. Each week his brother went by the union headquar- 
ters and picked up the money in cash, and while in jail this witness 
received, according to the testimony that we have had, preferential 
treatment. 

Is that right ? 

Mr. Canapay. May I talk with counsel ? 

. (The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Canapay. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know how that was arranged ? 

Mr. Canapay. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, in addition to the 5 assaults, the 
breaking of the windows, we also have Mr. Canaday linked to 3 dif- 
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ferent siruping jobs, 1 with W. A. Smith at Monteagle, Tenn., on 
February 28, 1955. Those were trucks of the Johnson Motor Lines. 

Mr. Canapay. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. According to the direct testimony before this com- 
mittee, you were involved in ‘that ; is that correct ? 

Mr. Canapay. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Krennepy. Then we have you tied up with the siruping of 
trucks at the Motorent Co. at Nashville, Tenn. Fourteen trucks were 
siruped on April 20,1955. Did you participate in that ? 

Mr. Canapay. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. And a third sir uping with W. A. Smith in the sirup- 
ing of trucks of the Tennessee-Carolina Co. in Nashville, on Novem- 
ber 7 7, 1954. 

Mr. Canapay. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. The records show that 17 different trucks were 
siruped on November 7, 1954, at the Tennessee-Carolina lot. This 
is all direct testimony before the committee. Could you tell us what 
other acts or what other assaults, or what other sirupings, or what 
other slashing of tires and breaking of windows you participated in. 

Mr. Canapay. May I talk tomy lawyer? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Canapay. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you know about or participate in any of the 
dyn: aan at took place ? 

Mr. rADAY. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to 
be aw i. against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you do any of these acts at the direct orders of 
Mr. Vestal ? 

Mr. Canapay. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. He was the president of the local, was he not, at the 
time ? 

Mr. Canapay. Let me talk to my lawyer. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Canapay. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you hired on the basis of the fact you would 
be willing to beat people up if you would join with 3 or 4 other people, 
or you would throw rocks through windows, and sirup trucks, and 
slash t aon ¢ Isthat the reason you were hired ¢ 

Mr. Canapay. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to 
bea w i against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Could you tell the committee who arranged with the 
barbers union for you to break barbershop windows ? 

Mr. Canapay. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. I want to ask Mr. Duffy, have we made arrange- 
ments for the head of the barber union to come here before the com- 
mittee ? 
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Mr. Durry. Mr. C. C. Sanders was under subpena to appear here 
this morning, and we understand from his doctor that he has had a 
heart attack within recent months and he cannot appear here this 
morning. 

Could we have that affidavit inserted in the record when it is made 
available, Mr. Chairman ? 

The Cuatrman. Are you procuring an affidavit from his doctor? 

Mr. Durry. Yes, saying he is indisposed and he has had a heart 
attack and he could not be here this morning. 

Mr. Kennepy. We have testimony on that. 

The Cuatrman. If the man is sick, and that is a fact, of course the 
committee would not want to impose upon a sick man, if he is not able 
to come. 

The record may so reflect, that the affidavit from his doctor is on 
file and it is not necessary to publish it in the record. 

That is an affidavit stating that his condition is such that he is not 
able to attend the hearings tod: ay. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is: 5 all, Mr. Chairman. 

The Carman. Stand aside and call the next one. 

Do you solemnly swear that the evidence you shall give before this 
Senate select committee shall be the truth, the whole tr uth, and nothing 
but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Marston. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF BOBBY H. MARSTON, ACCOMPANIED BY HIS 
COUNSEL, CECIL D. BRANSTETTER 


The CHatrman. State your name, your place of residence, and 
your business or occupation. 

Mr. Marston. My name is Bobby H. Marston, 617 Bell Street, 
Nashville, Tenn., and I work for the Wagner Corp., Nashville. 

The Cuarrman. Do you have counsel this mor ning ¢ 

Mr. Marston. I do. 

The Cuarrman. Come around, Mr. Counsel, if you represent these 
folks. When I excuse one of these, it is not necessary for you to take 
that long walk. 

Let the record reflect the same counsel present. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Marston, have you been doing any work for 
the teamsters union in Nashville, Tenn. ? 

Mr. Marston. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Are you part of this goon squad that has been op- 
erating out of Nashville? 

Mr. Marston I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. You have been identified already with Mr. Canaday 
and Mr. Red Vaughn in the beating of Lynn Schroeder, during the 
B. & S. strike in 1955. Is that correct? 

Mr. Marston. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to 
be forced to be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you participate in the beating of Mr. Schroeder? 

Mr. Marston. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Now, according to the testimony of Mr. Schroeder, 
one man held his head back and the other man beat him and then his 
companion beat him, and they knocked him to the ground and then 
stomped on him. 

Did you participate in those kinds of activities? 

Mr. Marston. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then we have some testimony that in the assault of 
Mr. Rasmussen, on May 26, 1953, you also participated in the assault 
on Mr. Rasmussen. Is that right? 

Mr. Marston. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Once again, you had two companions with you, W. A. 
Smith and Red Vaughn, who participated in the beating of Mr. 
Rasmussen ? 

Mr. Marston. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Krennepy. According to the testimony, this assault was set up 
by Mr. Don Vestal, president of your local 

Mr. Marston. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

The Cuatrman. Who is the captain of this goon squad? Are you 
the captain ? 

Mr. Marston. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

The CuatrMan. Or are you just a buck private ? 

Mr. Marston. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. In addition to this direct testimony that we have 
on these two assaults, we also have you involved in a number of 
sirupings. 

Did you sirup trucks for the union ? 

Mr. Marston. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you siruping the trucks of the Beatrice Food 
Co. in the Nashville area in 1953 ¢ 

Mr. Marston. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. And then you went to Charlotte, N. C., with Sam 
Peters to help organize the Tennessee-Carolina Truck Co. ? 

Mr. Marsron. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you participate in some sirupings in North 
Carolina ? 

Mr. Marston. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

The Cuarrman. Are all of you goons in good standing down there 
in that local ? 

Mr. Marsron. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

The Cuarrman. They never take any action against you for these 
offenses, do they ? 
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Mr. Marston. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

The Cuarrman. You never have been expelled, have you ¢ 

Mr. Marston. I didn’t understand that question. 

The CuatrMan. You never have been expelled from the local, have 
you ¢ 

Mr. Marston. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

The Carman. Have you been suspended by the local ¢ 

Mr. Marston. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

The Cuamman. Have you been reprimanded for these acts of 
violence you have been committing by the local ? 

Mr. Marston. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

The Cuarman. I do not think that you have. I think that you 
could say you have not. I think you were hired to do that. 

If I were you, I would be proud of it, if you are as brave as you 
pretend. Are you not proud of it ? 

Mr. Marston. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

The CuatrmMan. Are you ashamed of it ? 

Mr. Marston. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

The Cuarrman. Go ahead. 

Mr. Kennepy. I want to ask you about another matter. 

On March 19, 1956, you were arrested in Franklin, Ky., for hit-and- 
run driving, and illegal possession of a gun; is that right? 

Mr. Marsron. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. The records show that, and the records show that 
you were fined and that your gun was returned to you, is that right? 

Mr. Mar ISTON. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you encouraged to carry a gun by the teamster 
officials ? 

Mr. Marston. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you know it was illegal to carry a gun and you 
could not get a permit in the State of Tennessee ? 

Mr. Marsron. Let me consult my counsel. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Marsron. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. The records show that your fine and your lawyer’s 
fees amounted to $455; is that right? 

Mr. Marston. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you pay that out of your own funds, $455 ? 

Mr. Marston. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. The union would not be condoning you in a hit and 
run, and then carrying a gun, would they? 
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Mr. Marsron. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did the union pay that $455 fee ? 

Mr. Marston. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. W as the money withdrawn from the union and 
charged to organizing expenses ? 

Mr. Marston. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Is not that correct, that a check for $500 was with- 
drawn, and was turned to cash, and $455 out of this $500 was used to 
pay for your lawyer’s fees and for your fine for this hit-and-run 
offense, and for carrying a gun? 

Mr. Marston. I claim my ; constitutional right not to be forced to be 

witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do we have any information on that 

Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask him about this check. 

The CuatrmMan. Do you know Edward Smith? 

Mr. Marston. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 

witness against myself. 

The Cuarrman. | hand you here a photostatic copy of a check dated 
August 20, 1956, made payable to Edward Smith, in the amount of 
$500, which shows it is for organizational expenses and drawn on the 
International Brotherhood of 'Teamsters, Chauffeurs, Warehousemen, 
and Helpers, Local 327, and signed “Edward Smith.” 

I will ask you to examine that check and see if you can identify it. 

(A document was handed to the witness.) 

Mr. Marston. May I consult my counsel ? 

The Cuarrman. Allright. 

(The witness confer red with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Marston. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Senator Curtis. I want to ask you something: not what you did with 
that check; that would incriminate you—but is that check taken from 

funds that have to be paid in by workers who have to keep on paying 
and paying into an outfit like yours or lose their jobs ? 

Mr. Marston. I would like to consult my counsel. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Marston. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Senator Curtis. I think, of all of the people that have suffered by 
the wrongdoing here, it is the people that have to pay for it and tolerate 
it and have their own reputations damaged by such conduct. I think 
if they had a chance to get out of it, and stop paying for it, they would 
be ol: ad to do so. 

That isall, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrMan. Are there any other questions ? 

That check may be made exhibit No. 19. 

(Document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 19” for reference 
and will be found in the appendix on p. 7505.) 

The CHarMan. You did examine the check, did you ? 

Mr. Marston. May I consult my counsel ? 
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The CuatrmMan. Well, hurry up. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Marston. I looked at the check. 

The CuarrMan. You have examined it / 

Mr. Marston. I looked at the check. 

The Cuarrman. You looked at it enough so that you could identify 
it if you wanted to? 

Mr. Marston. | looked at the check. 

The Cuarrman. You heard my question. I am ordering you to 
answer. You looked at it sufficiently to identify it if you wanted to; 
did you not ? 

Mr. Marston. Let me consult my counsel. 

The Cuarrman. Well, hurry. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Marston. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

The Cuarrman. The check will be made exhibit 19. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, Mr. Chairman, this check was made out to 
Ed Smith, who is the treasurer of local 327. He has been interviewed 
by Mr. Duffy, of the staff of the committee. He was expected to bea 
witness but unfortunately became ill, and we excused him. But Mr, 
Duffy can testify as to what Mr. Smith told him. 


TESTIMONY OF LaVERN J. DUFFY—Resumed 


Mr. Durry. Mr. Smith advised me that this check was drawn on 
teamster local 327 in Nashville in 1956, to pay the legal fees and the 
fine for Mr. Marston, who got in trouble in. Franklin, Ky.; $455 was 
used of the $500 and the remainder was returned to the union. He 
said he himself withdrew this money and paid his attorney fees and 
the fine. 

Mr. Kennepy. The money was for what ? 

Mr. Durry. For attorney’s fees and for the fine of Mr. Marston. 

Mr. Kennepy. Does he have a police record ? 

Mr. Durry. Yes; he has, Mr. Kennedy. 

Mr. Kennepy. Would you summarize it ? 

Mr. Durry. In 1946, he was arrested in St. Louis, Mo., for assault 
and battery and resisting arrest, and fined $100. 

In 1946, he was arrested in Biloxi, Miss., for assault, and he was 
turned over to the military police. 

In 1946 he was arrested in Tampa, Fla., for assault, and turned over 
to military police. 

In 1946, he was arrested in Tampa for assault and battery, and 
again turned over to military police. 

In 1947, he was arrected in Lawrenceburg, Tenn., for assault and 
drinking. He was fined $50 and costs. 

In 1948, he was arrested at Lawrenceburg, Tenn., for speeding, and 
he was fined $5 and costs. 

In 1952, he was arrested at Winchester, Tenn., for assault and 
battery ; fined $10 and costs. 

In 1952, arrested in Fayetteville, Tenn., for assault and battery; 
warned and released. 
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In 1953, he was arrested in Nashville, Tenn., for the assault and 
battery on Mr. Walter Rasmussen, and the charges were withdrawn, 
and we have had testimony that Mr. Rasmussen withdrew those 
charges. 

In 1956, he was arrested in Franklin, Ky., for hit-and-run driving 
and an illegal possession of a gun. He was fined, and the gun was 
returned to Mr. Marston. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Are there any other questions ? 

You may stand aside, Mr. Duffy. Call the next witness. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. William J. Reynolds. 

The Cuarrman. Will you be sworn 4 

You solemnly swear that the evidence you shall give before this 


- Senate select committee shall be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing 


but the truth, so help you God ? 
Mr. Reynoups. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF WILLIAM J. B. REYNOLDS, ACCOMPANIED BY HIS 
COUNSEL, WILLIAM A. REYNOLDS 


The CuHairmMan. State your name, and your place of residence, and 
your business or occupation. 

Mr. Reynoutps. My name is William J. B. Reynolds. I reside at 
801 Max Avenue, Knoxville, Tenn., and I work for the Jack Coal Co. 
in Birmingham. 

The Cuairman. Do you waive counsel ? 

Mr. Reynoups. No; I have counsel. 

The Cuatrman. Will you identify yourself for the record ? 

Mr. Witiiam A. Reynoups. William A. Reynolds, Bank of Knox- 
ville Building, Knoxville, Tenn. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Reynolds, you used to be president of local 621 
of the teamsters in Knoxville ¢ 

Mr. Reynoxps. Did you ask me a question ? 

Mr. Kennepy. I asked you a question. 

Mr. Reynotps. I didn’t hear the question. 

Mr. Kennepy. You used to be president of the local 621 of the 
teamsters in Knoxville, Tenn. ? 

Mr. Reynoips. Let me talk to my counsel, please. 

Mr. Kennepy. All right. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Reynotps. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced 
to be a witness against myself. 

The Cuatrman. Would it be testifying against yourself to admit 
you were president of a labor organization ? 

Mr. Reynotps. I claim my constitutional rights. 

The Cuarrman. Don’t you think that is a slam against your union 
and the men that belong to it and work and pay their dues into 
the organization ? 

Mr. Reynotps. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced 
to be a witness against myself. 

The Cuatrman. Do you want to smear them like that and leave the 
record that way ? 

Mr. Reynowps. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced 
to be a witness against myself. 
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Senator Curtis. I would like to ask him this question: Would it be 
possible for someone to be president of that union and carry out the 
policy of the union without incriminating themselves ? 

Mr. Reynoups. Can I talk to counsel, please / 

Senator Curtis. Yes; I would like to get his idea. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Reynoxps. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced 
to be a witness against myself. 

Senator Curtis. That is all. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, we have had testimony from Mrs, 
Freels that Mr. Reynolds was president of that local in Knoxville, 
Tenn., local 621, and that he participated and talked about various 
act of violence that occurred in the Knoxville area. 

Is that right, Mr. Reynolds ? 

Mr. Reynowps. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. And when there was going to be difliculty—dynamit- 
ings or shootings—that he made a tele »phone « ‘all over to W. A. Smith or 
Mr. Vestal in Nashville, or to Glenn Smith in Chattanooga, and ar- 
ranged for some people to come over and assist him. 

Is that right, Mr. Reynolds ? 

Mr. Reyno.ps. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know Glenn Smith of the Chattanooga local? 

Mr. Reynowps. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know Don Vestal of the Nashville local? 

Mr. Reynoxps. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. You participated yourself in some dynamitings, did 
you not / 

Mr. Reynotps. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Krennepy. We have had some testimony regarding the Ajax 
warehouse dynamiting that occurred in May of 1954. Did you partici- 
pate in that, in Nashv ille ? 

Mr. Reynotps. Can I talk to my counsel ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Reynowps. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you and Mr. W. A. Smith participate in the 
dynamiting of that warehouse / 

Mr. Rrynotps. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then we have you identified with some shootings, 
namely, the shooting of the two B. & S. trucks in June of 1954, in 
Knoxville area. 

Did you participate in the shootings of those 2 trucks, 1 at 11:15 
at night, and 1 at 11:45, on the night of June 12, 1954? 

Mr. Reynotps. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. You and Mr. W. A. Smith went out to shoot these 
trucks up, by mistake you shot Mr. W. A. Smith in the elbow; is that 


correct / 
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Mr. Reyno.ps. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. And Mr. W. A. Smith ended up in the hospital and 
you sent him flowers at union expense. 

Mr. Reynoxps. I claim my constitutional rights not to be a witness 
against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you participate in those shootings? 

Mr. Reynotps. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. We also understand you kept a gun in the safe at 
the headquarters of local 621; is that right? 

Mr. Reynoxps. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, during the B. & S. strike in 1954, there were 
some 17 or 18 different instances of having their trucks shot at. Did 
you participate in any of those 

Mr. Reynoups. Which strike do you mean ¢ 

Mr. Kennepy. B. & S._ If it is “which strike,” any strike, let us 
put it that way first. 

Mr. Reynovwps. I claim my constitutional rights not to be a witness 
against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. How about the B. & S. strike? Did you participate 
in any of the shootings of the B. & S. trucks? 

Mr. Reyno.ps. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then from what testimony we have had before the 
committee, you were a little upset because you had to pay for some of 
the dynamite that you used, and you had to pay for it cut of your own 
pocket. So you complained about it and were reimbursed for $50 for 
purchasing of the dynamite; is that right ? 

Mr. Reynoups. I'claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to 

2a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then in addition to these dynamitings and having 
the gun in your office and the shootings, we have you “tied with the 
siruping of trucks. 

Did you sirup any trucks while you were president of local 621? 

Mr. Reynoups. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. For instance, did you participate in the siruping of 
the trucks of the Huber & Huber Co. ? 

Mr. Reynops. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, were you told by Clarence Mendoza, the inter- 

national organizer, that if you were able to st: iy out of the pen for a 
year, that they would be able to get you your job back or a job with 
anew local ? 

Mr. Rreynoips. May I talk to my counsel, please ? 

(The witness confer red with his counsel. ‘ 

Mr. Reynotps. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

The CuarrmMan. What is your present occupation ? 

Mr. Reynowps. May I talk to my counsel ? 
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The Cuarrman., Yes. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Reynotps. I work for the Jack Coal Co., in Birmingham, a 
freight company. 

The Cuarrman. Are you trying to stay out of the penitentiary for 
the next year? 

Mr. Reynotps. May I talk to my counsel ? 

The CHarmman. Yes. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Reynoxps. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

Senator Curtis. How would an answer of “yes” incriminate you? 

The Cuarrman. I hope it keeps you busy. 

Senator Curtis. I would like to ask him, how would an answer of 

“ves,” the fact that you are trying to stay out of the penitentiary, 
incriminate you ? 

Mr. Reynotps. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced 
to be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Is this all pretty funny to you, Mr. Reynolds? 

The Carman. I think it is ceasing to be funny. 

Mr. Reynoxps. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced 
to be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. In addition to the dynamitings and the sirupings 
and the shootings, dynamitings that I have mentioned, we also have 
you tied up with the dynamiting of the Purity Packing Co. 

Did you dynamite that place or participate in the dynamiting of 
any of those trucks? 

Mr. Reynowps. May I talk to my counsel ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Reynotps. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced 
to be a witness against myself? 

Mr. Kennepy. And you participated in the dynamitings of the 
Newman-Pemberton truck; is that right? 

Mr. Reynorps. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced 
to be a witness against myself. 

Mr. KENNEDY. What about this: We have had some testimony 
regarding the conversation you had with Mr. Powers that preceded 
the Powers grocery store being dynamited in September of 1956. Do 
you know anything about that ! 

Mr. Reynotps. Let me talk to my counsel, please. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Reynorps. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then do you know anything about Mr. W. A. Smith 
being there on the scene at the time this dynamiting took place? 

Mr. Reynotps. I claim my constitutional rights” not to be forced 
to be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then we understand that you were having some 
difficulty among one of the members of your local, that he was rais- 
ing questions about the administration of the local, and how it was 
being run. So you arranged for a former boxer to come over from 
Nashville, and have him beaten up. Isthat right? 
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Mr. Reynotps. Let me talk to my counsel. 

Mr. Kennepy. All right. 

(The witness conferr ed with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Reynotps. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced 
to be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. You brought Corky Ellis over from Nashville, Tenn., 
into Knoxville to beat Eugene Evans up because he was ‘asking 
embarrassing questions at the union meetings ? 

Mr. Reynotps. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced 
to be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Is that a procedure that you usually follow, Mr. 
Reynolds? 

Mr. Reynotps. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced 
to be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Anybody that raised questions with you about your 
administration of the local, you would have them beaten up ? 

Mr. Reynotps. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced 
to be a witness against my self, 

Mr. Kennepy. Any company that was causing you trouble, you 
would have them dynamited or have their people shot at, is that 
right ? 

Mr. Reynotps. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced 
to be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Possibly if they weren’t quite serious, you would 
just put sirup in their trucks and try to ruin the trucks? 

Mr. Reynotps. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced 
to be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Is that the teamster union policy ? 

Mr. Reynoxps. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced 
to be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. And we understand according to the testimony be- 
fore this committee that the sirup and the dyn: umite and the sugar for 
the trucks was all purchased at union expense; is that right ¢ 

Mr. Reynotps. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced 
to be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did all of the rank and file members know you were 
making these purchases with their dues ? 

Mr. Reynowps. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced 
to be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Will you tell us anything about the administration 
of the local while you were the head of it? 

Mr. ReyNoxps. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. You are proud of the time that you were president 
of the local of the teamsters ? 

Mr. Reynowps. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Krennepy. How did you become president of the local, Mr. 
Reynolds? 

Mr. Reynoips. Can I talk to legal counsel on that ? 

Mr. Kennepy. Yes. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 
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Mr. Reynotps. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to 
be 2 witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Are there any questions ? 

Allright, stand aside. Call the next witness. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Red Hoover is the next witness. 

The Cuatrman. You do solemnly swear that the evidence you shall 
give before this Senate select committee shall be the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Hoover. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF L. M. HOOVER, ACCOMPANIED BY HIS COUNSEL, 
GLADSTONE WILLIAMS 


The Cuarrman, State your name, your place of residence, and your 
business or occupation. 

Mr. Hoover. L. M. Hoover, 149 Arbet Hill Drive, Jackson, Miss. 

The Cuarrman. What is your business, Mr. Hoover ? 

Mr. Hoover. What is the question ? 

The Cuatrman. What is your business or occupation ? 

Mr. Hoover. Business agent for teamsters local 891, Jackson, Miss. 

The Cuarrman. Do you have counsel ? 

Mr. Hoover. Yes, sir; I do. 

The Cuarrman. Counsel, will you come around, please? 

Mr. Kennepy. Aren’t you president of that local also? 

Mr. Hoover. President and business representative. 

The CratrmMan. Counsel, identify yourself for the record. 

Mr. Witu1aMs. Gladstone Williams, Clinton, Miss. 

Mr. Kennepy. How long have you been president of local 891 in 
Jackson, Miss. ? 

Mr. Hoover. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. KenNepy. You won’t even tell us how long you have been presi- 
dent ? 

Mr. Hoover. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

The CHarrman. Would the record show how long he has been 
president ? 

Mr. Kennepy. We have not been able to get any cooperation from 
that local so far, Mr. Chairman. 

Could you tell us how you became president of the local? 

Mr. Hoover. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, Mr. Chairman, the reason this witness has 
been called is that we had information and we put it in the record, 
according to sworn affidavits, that on January 9, 1956, there were 
two telephone calls made from this local by Mr. Hoover and his wife 
to Mr. Don Vestal, Nashville, Tenn., asking for help in an organiza- 
tional drive. 

Could you tell us if that is correct, Mr. Hoover? 

Mr. Hoover. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Two days later, according to the investigation that 
we have made down in Jackson, Miss., W. A. Smith, “Hard Hearing 
Smitty,” appeared in Jackson, Miss., and was seen on the picket line 
and in the union hall. Is that right? 

Mr. Hoover. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. At that same time, Mr. Glenn W. Smith, president 
of the Chattanooga Local 515, who will be a witness next week, came 
down to Jackson, Miss., and was seen in the presence of W. A. Smith. 

Mr. Hoover. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. I would like to point out Glenn W. Smith is presi- 
dent of joint Council 87 of Tennessee, which also encompasses part of 
Kentucky, and a very important figure. 

Do you know Mr. Glenn W. Smith ? , 

Mr. Hoover. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know W. A. Smith? 

Mr. Hoover. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know Don Vestal ? 

Mr. Hoover. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

The CHarrman. Mr. Hoover, you have a right to claim the fifth 
amendment and make use of it. But when you walked up to the wit- 
ness stand I looked at you and I thought I was going to see for once 
a little change in what is unfolding here. I received the wrong im- 
pression, but I thought, “There is a man now who is going to come 
up here and testify that he is honest and truthful.” You give that 
appearance. 

Is there something about this whole thing that is so involved and so 
reprehensible that a man like you can’t tell what he knows without 
incriminating himself ? 

Mr. Hoover. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

The Cuamman. Well, sometimes I misjudge people, and I cer- 
tainly misjudged you when you walked up to the witness stand. I 
looked at you in contrast to some who preceded you. It was pretty 
obvious when you looked at some people, what they are. But I’ll 
declare, you certainly deceived me. I was mistaken. 

Proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, the difficulty that local 891 of the 
teamsters was having was with the Southland Cotton Oil Co. mill that 
is located at 1000 Mill Street in Jackson, Miss. 

Is that right, you were having difficulties with that company in 
January of 1956? 

Mr. Hoover. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Weren’t you having around-the-clock picketing on 
that company ? 

Mr. Hoover. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 
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Mr. Kennepy. And didn’t you discontinue that round-the-clock 
picketing on January 13, 1956? 

Mr. Hoover. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Wasn’t that just a couple of days after W. A. Smith 
and Glenn Smith arrived in the area? 

Mr. Hoover. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. And wasn’t there a dynamiting that took place of 
that company on January 15, 1956, at approximately 11:20 p. m.? 

Mr. Hoover. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Wasn't that approximately 4 days after the two 
Smiths arrived from Tennessee? 

Mr. Hoover. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. And didn’t that dynamiting destroy two 300,000 
gallon oil tanks? 

Mr. Hoover. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Wasn't the damage approximately $35,000? 

Mr. Hoover. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Wasn’t there another dynamiting in Tallulah, La., 
a mill of the same company, approximately an hour later? 

Mr. Hoover. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. And there a cottonseed storage tank was dynamited ? 

Mr. Hoover. I claim my constitutional r ights not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. KENNEDY. And the loss being $1,600; is that right ? 

Mr. Hoover. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Weren’t people told prior to this time, prior to the 
time of the dynamiting, that Mr. Smith, or the Smiths, were brought 
down there for that purpose, to perform that task ? 

Mr. Hoover. May I consult my attorney, please ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Hoover. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Will you tell us anything about the dynamiting that 
I mentioned here ? 

Mr. Hoover. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Could you tell us who purchased the dynamite ? 

Mr. Hoover. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is all. 

Senator McNamara. I would like to ask the witness a couple of 
questions. 

Is your local under trusteeship from the international union now ? 

Mr. Hoover. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 
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Senator McNamara. Are you a United States citizen ? 

Mr. Hoover. May I consult my attorney, please ? 

Senator McNamara. Don’t you know? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Hoover. Yes. 

Senator McNamara. You area United States citizen ? 

Mr. Hoover. Yes, sir. 

Senator McNamara. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Are there any other questions? 

If not, stand aside. 

Call the next witness. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Don Vestal. 

If you have an attorney, would you bring him up with you? 

The CuarrMan. Do you solemnly swear that the evidence you shall 
give before this Senate select committee shall be the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Vesta. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF DON VESTAL, ACCOMPANIED BY HIS COUNSEL, 
L. N. D. WELLS, JR. 


The CuairmMan. State your name, your place of residence, and your 
business or occupation. 

Mr. Vestau. My name is Don Vestal. I live on Grey Avenue, Madi- 
son, Tenn., and I am president and business manager of local union 
327. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Counsel, will you identify yourself for the 
record again ¢ 

Mr. Weis. My name is L. N. D. Wells, Jr., and my office is in 
Dallas, Tex. 

The Cuatrman. Allright. Proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you have any other position in the teamsters, 
Mr. Vestal ? 

Mr. Vestau. May I consult counsel ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Vestau. Yes; I am secretary-treasurer and director of joint 
council No. 87. 

Mr. Kennepy. How long have you held that position ? 

Mr. Vesta. Let me consult counsel. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Vesta. Well, off and on for about 5 years. 

Mr. Kennepy. How do you get that position? Were you appointed 
or elected, or what? 

Mr. Vesta. I was elected. 

Mr. Kennepy. Elected by whom? 

Mr. Vestau. I was elected by the delegates to the joint council. 

Mr. Kennepy. And each local has how many delegates to the joint 
council ¢ 

Mr. Vestau. Seven. 

Mr. Kennepy. They elected you as secretary and director ? 

Mr. Vesrau. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you are elected as president of local 327, too? 
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Mr. Vesta. Excuse me. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Vestau. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. You were elected to that position ? 

Mr. Vesta. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you have any opposition when you ran for 
secretary and director of the teamster joint council ? 

Mr. Vestau. Let me consult counsel. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Vesta. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. You did have opposition ? 

Mr. Vesta. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Glenn W. Smith is president of joint council 
87, as I understand it. 

Mr. Vesta. Excuse me. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Vesrat. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know Glenn Smith ? 

Mr. Vesta. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Have you worked with Glenn Smith on many things? 

Mr. Vestau. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Could you tell the committee any of your back- 
ground? Can we go back to 1940. Can you give the committee any 
of your background, what you have been doing ? 

Mr. Vestat. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. How long have you been in the teamsters union ? 

Mr. Vesta. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you a member of the Communist Party prior 
to coming in ? 

Mr. Vestax. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you a member of the Communist Party in 
Texas ? 

Mr. Vesrau. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you in the International Longshoreman’s 
Union ? 

Mr. Vesta. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennevy. Did you leave the Communist Party in 1946? 

Mr. Vesra. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you elected chairman of the Fort Worth, 
Tex., branch of the Communist Party in 1945? 

Mr. Vestat. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then you came into the teamsters union from the 
Longshoreman’s Union ? 
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Mr. Vestau. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Have you been arrested at all, Mr. Vestal ? 

Mr. Vestau. Excuse me. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Vestau. I claim my constitutiona! rights not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you arrested in 1947 for assault with intent 
to commit murder ? 

Mr. Vestax. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. You were finally convicted of assault and battery, 
were you? 

Mr. Vestav. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you paid a fine; is that right ? 

Mr. Vesrat. I claim my constitutional r ights not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. I would like to ask you about the activities of your 
local in Nashville, Tenn. Will you tell us anything about that? 

Mr. Vesta. Excuse me. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Vesta. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were these people such as W. A. Smith hired and 
put on the teamsters local payroll in order to go around and beat up 
people and to dynamite firms ? 

Mr. Vestau. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was that part of the policy, to sirup trucks and to 
dynamite trucks? 

Mr. Vestau. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

The Carman. Mr. Vestal, you have been here 2 or 3 days and you 
have heard this testimony that is absolutely scandalous in a civilized 
country. Can you tell us any one good thing that is going on down 
there in your local? Can you tell us one good decent thing? 

Mr. Vestav. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

The Cuatrman. You see the i impression you are leaving here on this 
record, and all over the country. I asked youa question, if you could 
tell us one decent thing that your local is doing in that area. Now, 
can you name one ? 

Mr. Vesrat. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

The Cuairman. Do you want to leave the record that way, with 
that implication in it? 

-Mr. Vesta. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

The Cuarman. All right, you are leaving it that way. 

Mr, Kennepy. Do you ‘know W. A. Smith, the business agent ? 

Mr. Vestav. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Do you know Red Vaughn? 

Mr. Vesta. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Perry Canaday ? 

Mr. Vesta. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you give the instructions for these dynamitings? 

Mr. Vzsrav. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to : be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Are you familiar with the difficulties the union had 
with the Beatrice Food Co. ? 

Mr. Vestat. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you arrange for Harold Rasmussen of that com- 
pany to be beaten up by W. A. Smith and Robert Marsten ? 

Mr. Vesta. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you arrange for Big Ivey, James Ivey, to beat 
some of the milk drivers up in Shelby ville? 

Mr. Vesrat. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now Canaday was indicted and convicted for throw- 
ing rocks through barbershop windows, and he was sent to jail. While 
in jail, he received preferential treatment. Did you make those 
arrangements ? 

Mr. Vesta. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. He received, according to the affidavit from his 
brother, money while in jail from the teamsters union. 

Mr. Vesta. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. And yet the teamsters records do not reflect those 
payments being made to Mr. Canaday. Can you explain that to us? 

Mr. Vesta. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Are those teamster records accurate? 

Mr. Vesta. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. When he came out of jail, and prior to being sent to 

jail, Canaday was indicted for an assault with intent to kill. Then 
e served his time in jail, he came out and was kept on the 
payroll. Is that part of your policy, and did you approve of that? 

Mr. Vestav. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

The Cuareman. If that was done, you had the responsibility for it 
as president of the local, did you not? 

Mr. Vesta. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

The Cuatrrman. You would have the responsibility ? 

Mr. Vesta. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. In fact, in a meeting that you held of the directors 
of that union down there, you made a statement to the effect that 
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anybody that got in difficulty, or anybody that was involved in any 
violence, their legal fees and other fees should be paid by the team- 
sters union; did you not ? 

Mr. Vestau. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. You said that otherwi ise, your representatives would 
feel they couldn’t do anything when a strike came along; is that 

right? 

Mr. Vesrat. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to 
be a witness against my self, 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you not point out that there was one local in 
Oklahoma City where they had a strike and there was some violence 
which took place, and a man who participated was indicted and later 
convicted, and the union failed to pay his legal fees, and that you felt 
that that union would not receive support. from the people there ? 
And therefore when something like this happened in Tennessee you 
were going to give them full support. 

Mr. Vesta. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. You condoned all of those things; did you not ? 

Mr. Vesrat. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Krennepy. Did you have any arrangements with any officials, 
public officials in Tennessee, in connection with this? 

Mr. Vesrau. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now here is something: We have some minutes 
from one of your local meetings, October 16, 1955, and it says: 

Brother Vestal gave a list of phone numbers we could use to tie up the phones 
at the International Harvester, thus cutting off their only line of contact with 
their customers. 

Was that one of the methods you used ? 

Mr. Vesrau. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. You arranged for these beatings and you arranged 
to cause these difficulties and the dynamitings ‘and the siruping of 
trucks, and you made all of those arrangements ? 

Mr. Vesta. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. You were president of the local when all of this 
was taking place? 

Mr. Vesrau. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to be 
a Witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. How did you arrange for the dynamite to be pur- 
chased / 

Mr. Vesrau. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. You are a very important figure in the teamsters 
union, Mr. Vestal ? 

Mr. Vesrau. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Is that part of the policy that you were carrying 
out, under that union ¢ 
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Mr. Vesrat. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. You are very highly thought of by some of the 
highest officials in the teamsters union. 

Mr. Vesta. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you are a close associate of Mr. Hoffa; are 
you not ¢ 

Mr. Vesta. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Didn’t you make speeches recommending his elec- 
tion ? 

Mr. Vesrau. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is all. 

The Cuatrman. Are there any questions? 

Senator McNamara. Mr. Vestal, have you been a candidate for 
public office at any time ? 

Mr. Vesta. Excuse me. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Vesta. No. 

Senator McNamara. Are you an American citizen ? 

Mr. Vestrau. Yes, sir. 

Senator McNamara. That is all. 

The Cuatrman. Are there any further questions? 

All right, stand aside. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, we have had the president of the 
local in Nashville, and the former president in Knoxville, and the 
president in Jackson, Miss., and these other teamster officials. We 
will go into a new phase of the activities in Tennessee when we 
reopen next week. 

The Cuarrman. I only want to make this comment at this time: In 
spite of the sordid story that has been unfolded here about certain 
unions and union officials in Tennessee, I do not believe that the 
honest, decent working people who have to belong to these unions 
condone these acts of violence and the conduct that these officials 
apparently carried on. I think that they are in a sense captives, 
and I believe if they had their way about it, and if they could do 
so, and were given an opportunity by election or other process, they 
would repudiate this story that has been revealed here. 

Although there are a few dishonest and disreputable characters 
who get to be officials in unions, and we have them get in other 
places too, and that is not the only place, I still believe that the rank 
and file of the American working people who belong to unions are 
honest, decent, and good citizens and that they condemn just as 
much as this committee does, some of these practices that have been 
revealed to us. 

The committee will stand in recess until 2 p. m., next Tuesday. At 
that time the committee hearing will be held in the Old Supreme 
Court Room in the Capitol. 

(Thereupon, at 11:45 a. m., the committee recessed, to reconvene 
at 2 p. m., Tuesday, December 17, 1957.) 
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TUESDAY, DECEMBER 17, 1957 


Unirep Srates SENATE, 
Se_ect ComMMITrrE ON Lwprorer ACTIVITIES 
IN THE LABorR OR MANAGEMENT FIELD, 
Washington, D. C. 

The select committee reconvened at 2 p. m., pursuant to Senate 
Resolution 74, agreed to January 30, 1957, in the caucus room, Senate 
Office Building, Senator John L. McClellan (chairman of the select 
committee) presiding. 

Present: Senator John L. McClellan, Democrat, Arkansas; Sena- 
tor Carl T. Curtis, Republican, Nebraska ; 

Present: Robert F. Kennedy, chief counsel; LaVern J. Duffy, in- 
vestigator; James P. McShane, investigator; Ruth Y. Watt, chief 
clerk. 

The CuarrmMan. The committee will be in order. 

(Members of the committee present at the convening of the session 
were: Senators McClellan and Ives.) 

The CuarrMan. Call the first witness. 

Mr. Kennepy. We have had some testimony regarding some vio- 
lence that took place in Florida in connection with Mr. Glenn W. 
Smith, and I would like to call as the first witness, Mr. Joseph W. 
Morgan, who is an organizer for the teamsters, and he holds certain 
other positions in the Florida area, and specifically in the Miami area. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Morgan, come around, please. 

Do you solemnly swear that the evidence you shall give before this 
Senate select committee will be the truth, the whole truth, and noth- 
ing but the truth, so help you God ? : 

Mr. Moraan. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF JOSEPH W. MORGAN, ACCOMPANIED BY HIS 
COUNSEL, L. N. D. WELLS 


The Crarrman. State your name, your place of residence, and your 
business or occupation. 

Mr. Morcan. My name is J. W. Morgan, and I am a general or- 
eiser for the International Brotherhood of Teamsters and my ad- 

ress is 515 Northeast 178th Street, in North Miami Beach, Fla. 

The Cuamrman. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Counsel, will you identify yourself for the record ? 

Mr. We.ts. Yes, Mr. Chairman. My name is L. N. D. Wells, Jr., 
and my address is 1610 National Bankers Life Building, Dallas, Tex. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, what we are interested specifically in 
were two acts of violence that occurred in 1954 when Glenn Smith was 
in the Miami area. 

One was in connection with the Acme Concrete Co., where first 
there was a dynamite explosion in March of 1954, in which there was 
no damage, and later on August 29, 1954, there was another plant that 
was dynamited with the damages estimated at approximately $50,000, 

At that time, local 390 of the teamsters was attempting to organize 
that company. Later on, local 79 of the teamsters in Tampa, Fla., was 
attempting to organize the Hunt Truck Lines, and a fire broke out in 
April of 1954 at the Hunt Truck Lines under very suspicious circum- 
stances, and the damage there was estimated to be $25,000. 

Now, Mr. Morgan held a position of responsibility with these unions 
during this period of time. 

The Cuamman. Did he represent both unions as a general organ- 
izer ? 

Mr. Kennepy. I would like to get from him his positions with the 
teamsters union, since he entered the teamsters union, I believe, in 1950, 
Is that right, Mr. Morgan ? 

Mr. Morean. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you hold any position in local 79 in Tampa, 
Fla. ? 

Mr. Morgan. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

The Cuamman. We do not want to force you; will you not just 
volunteer and be nice about it? Will you tell us the information that 
you have, and help the Congress a little? 

Mr. Morgan. I claim my “constitutional rights not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, we do not have any information 
specifically linking Mr. Morgan himself with any of these acts of vio- 
lence. However, we do have information that a good number of his 
colleagues were involved. 

Now, according to the information that we have, Mr. Morgan was 
an international organizer for a period of time, and then he became 
an organizer for the Southern Conference of Teamsters. Since No- 
vember of this year he has been an organizer for the Southern Con fer- 
ence of Teamsters, and he gets a sala ary of about $12,000 a year plus 
expenses. 

Is that right? 

Mr. Morean. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

The Cuarrman. Do you not think that reflects on your union? How 
can anyone listen to you folks come up here and repeatedly, when we 
go to inquiring into something about the union’s ac tivities, you feel 
you are compelled to take the fifth amendment? Do you not think 
it reflects on your union ? 

Mr. Morean. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, Mr. Chairman, we have affidavits which are 
sworn to, and we have Mr. Morgan involved in negotiations with the 
Acme Co., and with the Hunt Truck Lines during this period of time 
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that the violence took place. He was associated in these negotiations 
with Mr. Glenn W. Smith. 

Is that right ? 

Mr. Morgan. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

The Cuarrman. Is Glenn W. Smith a “goonster” from Chattanooga 
and one of the teamsters officials ? 

Mr. Kennepy. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. You do not need to take the fifth amendment on 
that. It is already established. I will save you that much. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, we have information that Mr. Mor- 
gan was associated with local 79, of Tampa, Fla., from 1954 to 1956, 
that he was secretary-treasurer ‘of local 390 of Miami, Fla., and I 
believe he still holds that position. 

He was secretary-treasurer of local 320, of Miami, Fla. We are 
going to be discussing briefly now, this local 7 9, in Tampa, Fla., gam 
390, in Miami, and 320, in “Miami, Fla.; and another local, 290, 
Miami, Fla. 

Do you know anything about local 290, Mr. Morgan ? 

Mr. Moraan. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you hold these other positions in the locals that 
T have mentioned ; the other three locals ? 

Mr. Morgan. | claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. I would like to discuss with you local 390. Can you 
tell us if local 390 is under trusteeship ? 

Mr. Morean. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Y ou are presently secretary-treasurer of that local ? 

Mr. Morean. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Wasn’t this the local that was presided over by Glenn 
W. Smith in 1954 and in 1955? 

Mr. Morean. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be a 
witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. And after he left, wasn’t a Mr. Ernie Belles made the 
head of that local ? 

Mr. Morean. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, Mr. Belles was formerly president of Inter- 
national Brotherhood of Teamsters Local 375, in Buffalo; isn’t that 
correct ? 

Mr. Morean. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. ’ 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know how he came to the position as head of 
local 390 in Miami after coming out of Buffalo? 

Mr. Morean. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Now, wasn’t he ousted from the Buffalo, N. Y., local 
by the rank-and-file members ? 

Mr. Morean. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Wasn’t he accused at that time by the rank-and-file 
members of having embezzled $38,500 ? 

Mr. Morean. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. And didn’t the members of the local which ousted 
him receive assurances from the international that he would never 
more be associated with the teamsters, after they produced this 
evidence ? 

Mr. Morean. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. And wasn’t he fighting to retain his position in 
Buffalo and the man that took over from him, a man by the name of 
Clayton, found some dynamite in the hood of his car at the time Mr. 
Belles was having a fight with him ? 

Mr. Morgan. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. And he was nevertheless appointed after he was 
kicked out of the Buffalo, N. Y., local as head of this local 390 down 
in Miami; isthat right ? 

Mr. Morean. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you were made the secretary-treasurer ? 

Mr. Morean. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

The CuatrmMan. You are secretary-treasurer of a labor organization, 
alocal? Doesthat tend toincriminate you? What is there about this 
thing that is so incriminating ? 

Mr. Morean. Can I consult my attorney ? 

The Cuatrman. I would be glad to get his advice on it, and yours, 
too. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Morean. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, I would just like to say on Mr. Belles 
that we had this information that he was involved in the embezzle- 
ment of this $37,000 or $38,000. 

The Cuamman. After he embezzled from one union, he went down 
and they made him a big shot in another ? 

Mr. Kennepy. On January 2, 1954, he became an international 
organizer for this local that was under trusteeship and, in November 
of 1955, he was appointed its president and he has held that position 
of president until recently when that local revolted down in Miami 
against him. 

He was then removed as president and made an organizer for the 
local. ‘The man that led the revolt was then kicked out of the team- 
sters union. 

The CuarrmMan. You mean somebody objected to having a man that 
has been stealing money made president of the union and they kicked 
him out ? 

Mr. Kennepy. That is correct. 

The Cuarrman. You would not do a thing like that, would you? 
If you had the authority you would not do that, would you? 
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Mr. Morean. Can I consult with my attorney ¢ 

The CHarrMan. Yes. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Morean. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

The CuHAirMAN. Do you want us to believe that you would do it? 

Mr. Morean. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, Mr. Chairman, could I go on ? 

That was local 390, and I would like to go on to another local. 

The Cuamman. Let me ask you this: If there is anything here that 
is not correct, I don’t think it would incriminate you to deny it and 
say it isn’t true. Would you think it would ? 

Mr. Morean. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. C hairman, again, as far as Mr. Morgan is con- 
cerned, he held these positions of responsibility. I do not know 
whether he was taking orders or instructions from Mr. Miller, head 
of the Southern (¢ ‘onference of Te: umsters, or Mr. Hoffa, who was run- 
ning the Southern Conference of Teamsters. 

He can testify on that himself, but he refuses to answer any ques- 
tions and he wants to take the fifth amendment. 

The Cuatrman. I do not think Mr. Morgan here would just take 
orders to do anything, would you, from Hoffa or anybody else? It 
looks like you could take care of yourself pretty well without the fifth 
amendment. 

Mr. Morean. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Senator Curtis. Throughout all of these weeks, when we have been 
receiving information and sworn testimony about beatings and dyna- 
mitings ‘and arson and shootings and all of that sort of thing, I have 
wondered under whose authority it isdone. You are an official in the 
teamsters union, and I would like to ask you: Who makes the decision 
to use violence in the organizing campaigns? 

Mr. Morgan. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Senator Curtis. Do those individuals who commit the acts of 
violence do so on their own responsibility ¢ 

Mr. Morean. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Senator Curtis. Is it an established program and policy of the 
union to organize the unorganized by shooting, beatings, dynamiting 
places, and burning up property ? 

Mr. Morgan. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Senator Curtis. Who does the directing of these things ? 

Mr. Morean. I claim my constitutional right not to “be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Senator Curtis. Do the rank and file, the members, of any local ever 
have a chance to participate in the decision whether or not such acts of 
violence, law violations, shall be indulged in in an organizing effort? 
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Mr. Morean. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Senator Curtis. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarmman. Allright, Mr. Kennedy. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now I want to ask you about local 320 of the team- 
sters in Miami, the taxi drivers, the automotive workers, and the car 
parkers. Could you tell us how that local originated ? 

Mr. Morean. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Isn't it a fact that that local was put into operation 
and started just this past summer, the summer of 1957 

Mr. Morgan. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against my self. 

Mr. Kennepy. Isn’t it true that it had a very unusual arrangement 
in its origin, in the fact that it was started in trusteeship, it was put in 
trusteeship immediately ? 

Mr. Morean. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to bea 
witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know Mr. Dave Yaras? 

Mr. Morcan. May I consult my attorney ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Morgan. As far as I know, I don’t know the man. 

The Cuatrman. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Kennepy. Can you testify if Dave Yaras had anything to do 
with the formation of this local 320 ? 

Mr. Morean. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. You cannot give an unequivocal answer to that, as 
to whether Dave Yaras had anything to do with the formation of this 
local ? 

Mr. Morean. Can I consult counsel ? 

Mr. Kennepy. Yes. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Morean. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know that Dave Yaras—or, have you heard 
of Dave Yaras and know of his reputation? Have you heard of Dave 
Yaras? Let meask you that. 

Mr. Morean. May I consult counsel ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Morean. As far as I recollect, I don’t know the man. 

Mr. Kennepy. Dave Yaras, Mr. Chairman, is a notorious Chicago 
racketeer who has been involved with many of the leading r: acketeers 
in the Midwest. It is our information that he had at les ast something 
to do with the setting up and establishing of local 320 in Miami, Fla. 

Could you tell us anything about that ? 

Mr. Morean. May I consult counsel ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel, ) 

Mr. Morean. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know hisson, Mr. Ronnie Yaras? 

Mr. Morean. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 





eam- 
e car 


to be 
ition 


to be 


nent 
ut in 


bea 


ago 
ers 
ing 


‘la. 


IMPROPER ACTIVITIES IN THE LABOR FIELD 7417 


Mr. Kennepy. According to the information that we have, Mr. Ray 
Miller was the one that was actually appointed as head of that local. 
Do you know Mr. Ray Miller ? 

Mr. Morean. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know what Mr. Miller’s background was 
prior to the time he was made head of that local ? 

Mr. Morean. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know that he is a very close associate of Mr. 
Fred Schreier ? 

Mr. Morean. Can I consult counsel ? 

Mr. Kennepy. Yes. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Morean. As far as I recollect, I don’t know the man. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know that Mr. Frederick Schreier is, in fact, 
Mr. Ray Miller’s roommate in Miami, Fla. ? 

Mr. Morgan. Can I consult counsel ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Morean. I did not know that. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Schreier, Mr. Chairman, is, according to the 
information we have, the roommate of Mr. Ray Miller. He was ar- 
rested in Orlando, Fla., on August 28, 1956, as an accessory to a 
$283,000 burglary. His ac omplic e was murdered on August 17, 1956, 
after it was alleged that the accomplice was implicating Schreier. The 
death caused the dismissal of the case against Schreier. On October 
15, 1957, $75,000 worth of diamonds were stolen, and the prime sus- 
pect was Schreier. On November 30, 1957, Mr. Schreier was charged 
with the possession of burglary tools, vagrancy, and attempted break- 
ing and entering. 

Did you know anything about that, as far as Mr. Schreier’s and 
Mr. Miiler’s relationship were concerned ? 

Mr. Morcan. May I consult counsel 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Morean. I did not know that. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you know that his other close associate down in 
Miami is Henry ee an, Who owns and operates the Tower Hotel, 
and that on October 13, 1957, Schectman and an accomplice were 
booked on charges of breaking and entering, larceny, possession of 
burglary tools, and disorder ly conduct; that he was charged on No- 
vember 30 with possession of burglary tools? 

Did you know anything about that? 

Mr. Moran. May I consult counsel ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Morean. I did not know that. 

Mr. Kennepy. And that prior to the time that Mr. Miller became 
an organizer and head of this local, he was operating night clubs in 
the Miami and Florida area ? 

Did you know that ? 

Mr. Morean. Could I consult counsel ? 

Mr. Kennepy. Yes. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 
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Mr. Morean. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. That he was operating the Ball & Chain Restaurant 
at 1513 Southwest Eighth Street, Miami ? 

Mr. Morean. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. And that his partner in this business was this very 
Henry Schectman whom I have just spoken to you about and read his 
criminal record? Did you know that? 

Mr. Morcan. May I consult counsel ? 

Mr. Kennepy. Yes. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Moraan. I did not know that. 

Mr. Kennepy. Could you tell the committee what it was in his back- 
ground that led to his appointment as president of this local in Miami? 

Mr. Morean. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did his business partner and his roommate have any- 
thing to do with that—with his being appointed as president of this 
local ¢ 

Mr. Morgan. May I consult counsel ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Morgan. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. And did you know that since he was made head of the 
local that there have been many acts of vandalism in the Miami area? 

Mr. Morean. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. That these acts of vandalism have been associated 
with the attempt to organize the taxi drivers, the automotive workers, 
and the car parkers? 

Mr. Morgan. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

The Cuarrman. Did you participate in any of it? 

Mr. Morgan. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself ? 

Mr. Kennepy. That specifically, outside the Seville Hotel, which 
this union was attempting to organize, the tires outside that hotel were 
ice-picked? Did you know that? 

Ice picks were driven through the tires of the people staying at the 
Seville Hotel over the period of the past few months. 

Mr. Morean. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

The Cuarrman. Do you mean of the guests of the hotel ? 

Mr. Kennepy. That is correct. 

And the people staying at the Algiers Hotel and Eden Roe Hotel 
have likewise been threatened and their cars scratched and their tires 
slashed? Did you know that? 

Mr. Morean. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know what is occurring at the West Flagler 
dog track as far as Mr. Miller is concerned ? 
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Mr. Morgan. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 


a witness against myself. denies 
Mr. Kennepy. Did you know that tires were punctured by ice picks 

there on 70 or more cars, and this despite the fact that the place was 

already organized by the Building Service Employees Union? Did 


you know that ? ¢ 
Mr. Morean. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to bea 


witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Is that why Ray Miller was given this charter for 
this local—to perform these acts of vandalism in the Miami area ? 

Mr. Morean. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Could you tell us anything in his background that 
led you or led the union to select them to head this local ? 

Mr. Morean. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 


a witness against myself. 
The Cuarman. The Chair will read the body of two affidavits. 


They shall go into the record at this point, printed in full, 


Some time around April 1, 1954, a meeting was held in the office of Robert D. 
Hill, 1316 First National Bank Building, Tampa, Fla. Mr. Hill was legal counsel 
for Hunt Truck Lines of which I am general manager. At this meeting I and Mr. 
Hill represented management. Representing teamsters’ local No. 79 was Mr. 
Bunch, Mr. Morgan, an unidentified man who remained only a few minutes, and a 
man introduced to me as Mr. Smith from Miami, Fla. 

During the discussion, which lasted about 1 hour, Mr. Smith took charge and 
did most of the talking. Mr. Smith, in effect, said that he was not going to wait 
for any election among the employees to determine whether they wanted the 
union (local 79). He demanded that the management of Hunt Truck Lines sign 
a contract with local 79 immediately. This we refused to do, preferring to await 
the result of an election of the employees to be conducted by the National Labor 
Relations Board. 

After about an hour of argument, the meeting broke up. A few days later, on 
April 4, 1954, a fire of suspicious origin broke out in our warehouse in Lakeland, 
Fla., completely destroying the building and its contents in excess of $25,000 
damage. 

I have been shown pictures of 16 men by Mr. James McShane, of the subcom- 
mittee staff, and from among them I recognized one as the Mr. Smith who was 
present at the aforementioned meeting, and who did most of the arguing. Mr. 
McShane informs me that his true identity is Mr. Glenn W. Smith, president, 
teamsters Local 515, Chattanooga, Tenn. 


(Affidavit of Mr. Teachout follows :) 
AFFIDAVIT 


I, Mr. Frank Teachout, general manager of Hunt Truck Lines, 708 Whiting 
Street, Tampa, Fla., telephone No. 2—2788, freely and voluntarily make the fol- 
lowing statement to Mr. James McShane who has identified himself to me as a 
member of the staff of the United States Select Committee on Improper Activities 
in the Labor or Managment Field. No threat, force, or duress have been used 
to induce me to make this statement, nor have I received any promise of immunity 
from any consequence which may result from submission of the statement to the 
aforementioned Senate select committee. 

Some time around April 1, 1954, a meeting was held in the office of Robert D. 
Hill, 1316 First National Bank Building, Tampa, Fla. Mr. Hill was legal counsel 
for Hunt Truck Lines of which I am general manager. At this meeting I and 
Mr. Hill represented management. Representing teamsters local No. 79 was 
Mr. Bunch, Mr. Morgan, an unidentified man who remained only a few minutes, 
and a man introduced to me as Mr. Smith from Miami, Fla. 

During the discussion which lasted 1 hour, Mr. Smith took charge and did 
most of the talking. Mr. Smith, in effect, said that he was not going to wait for 
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any election among the employees to determine whether they wanted the union 
(local 79). He demanded that the management of Hunt Truck Lines sign a 
contract with local 79 immediately. This we refused to do, preferring to await 
the result of an election of the employees to be conductd by the National Labor 
Relations Board. 

After about an hour of argument, the meeting broke up. A few days later, on 
April 4, 1954, a fire of suspicious origin broke out in our warehouse in Lakeland, 
Fla., completely destroying the building and its contents in excess of $25,000 
damage. 

I have been shown pictures of 16 men by Mr. James McShane, of the subcom- 
mittee staff, and from among them I recognized one as the Mr. Smith who was 
present at the aforementioned meeting, and who did most of the arguing. Mr, 
McShane informs me that his true identity is Mr. Glenn W. Smith, president, 
teamsters local 515, Chattanooga, Tenn. 

FRANK TEACHOUT. 
Witness: JAMES MCSHANE. 
Witness: JOHN P. SAVAGE. 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 14th day of September 1957. 
[SEAL] NELL PoorE Scuiro, Notary Public. 
My commission expires August 16, 1960. 


The CuHarrman. The other affidavit is a similar one of another 
meeting held April 1954, the same date, I believe. The affidavit I 
just read is signed by Frank Teachout. The one I am presenting 
here to follow it in the record is signed by Robert D. Hill. 

Mr. Kennepy. I would be interested in how Mr. Belles took over 
that local down in Miami if you could give us any information on 
that. 

Mr. Morean. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

The Cuarrman. Would you like to be a party to creating the im- 
pression throughout the country that organized labor organization, 
or at least that part of it that you are associated with, believes in all 
of this violence and that is the way you operate, like criminals who 
try to force your way on people. 

Do you want people throughout the country to get that impression 
from your testimony ? 

Mr. Morean. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

The Cuarrman. Well, if these things are not true, or you have no 
knowledge of them, it is easy to say so. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Morgan, did Mr. Hoffa suggest that Mr. Belles 
be given that position in Miami as head of this local ¢ 

Mr. Moraan. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Could you tell us who recommended Mr. Ray Miller 
for that job as head of his local ? 

Mr. Morgan. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

The Cuarrman. Are there any questions? 

All right, you may stand aside. 
Call the next witness. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Glen W. Smith. 
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TESTIMONY OF GLEN W. SMITH, ACCOMPANIED BY HIS COUNSEL, 
L. N. D. WELLS 





The Cuatrman. Do you solemnly swear that the evidence you shall 
give before this Senate select committee shall be the truth, the whole 
truth and nothing but the truth so help you God ? 

Mr. Smiru. Ido. 

The CuarrMan. State your name, your place of residence, and your 
business or occupation, ple: ise. 

Mr. Smiru. Glen W. Smith, 6754 Dupree Road, Chattanooga, Tenn., 
president of teamsters local 515. 

The Cuarman. All right, do you have counsel ? 

Let the record show that Mr. Wells appears for the witness. 

Mr. Kennepy. How long have you held the position of president 
of local 515% 

Mr. Smrru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be a 
witness against myself. 

The Cuarrman. How could that incriminate you? If you are presi- 
dent of it, and you said you are, you can state how long you have 
been president. 

Mr. Smiru. May I talk to my counsel ? 

The Cuatrman. Yes. I would like to find out how you think that 
could possibly incriminate you. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Smiru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be a 
witness against myself. 

The CuarrMan. Well, I agree with the position of some of my col- 
leagues on this committee. ‘T have taken this position before and I 
just want to get one of these cases to the Supreme Court. I am going 
to ask you a very simple question. Do you honestly believe that if 

ou answered that question truthfully and told how long you had 
ool president of local 515, which you admitted you were president of 
under oath just a few minutes ago, that such a truthful answer might 
tend to incriminate you. 

Do you honestly believe that ¢ 

Mr. Smiru. May I talk to my counsel ? 

The CuarrMan. Yes. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Smirn. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

The CuairMman. With the permission of the committee, the Chair 
orders and directs you to answer the question whether you honestly 
believe if you answered and told the truth with respect to how long 
you have been president of teamster local 515, in Chattanooga, Tenn., a 
that that answer might tend to incriminate you. 

Mr. Suiru. Iclaim my constitutional right 

The Cuaman. You are ordered and directed to answer that ques- 
tion and I want the record to so show and it is by approval of the 
members of the committee present. 

Mr. Suirn. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

The Cuamman. Proceed, Mr. Kennedy. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, according to our information, as well 

as being president of local 515 ‘of Chattanooga, we understand that 
Mr. Glen W. Smith is also president of Teamster Joint Council 87, 
is that right ? 

Mr. Smrru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. iar that joint council 87 cnccunipeneny all of Ten- 
nessee and part of Kentucky, is that right, Mr. Smith ? 

Mr. Smiru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

The Cuamman. I just want to make a comment. If the Supreme 
Court would let a record stand like this, capricious as it is about taking 
the fifth amendment, then there is no way on earth of enforcing the 
law in this country because every witness called w ould just say, “I 
take the fifth amendment,” and you could never convict anybody of 
any crime at all. 

Law and order would completely break down. You people, a lot 
of you, have been coming up here doing more to destroy law and order 
in this country than anything else I know. Do you want to be asso- 
ciated with that sort of a situation ? 

I am going to ask the committee for one time to certify one of these 
cases for contempt and let the Supreme Court say whether the fifth 
amendment can be so capriciously invoked and so abused that a man 

cannot tell, after saying he is president of an organization, how long 
he has been president without incriminating himself. 

Senator Ives. I suggest that this be the time when that be done. 

The CuarrMan. It will be done, if I can get a majority of the com- 
mittee to proceed on this, because I want to know whether from here 
on the law-abiding citizens of this country have any protection under 
the Constitution, or is it all one sided, so that the crooks and the thugs 
and the criminals can come before any tribunal and just invoke the 
fifth amendment repeatedly and perpetually to escape giving any 
assistance whatsoever to their Government in trying to preserve law 
and order and decency in this country. 

Proceed, Mr. Kennedy. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, also of some interest to us is the fact 
that he was a member of the policy board of the Southern Conference 
of Teamsters and specifically in 1951. 

The significance of that will come out as we proceed. He is being 
called today. because he has been linked in testimony, sworn testimony 
before this committee, wtih certain acts of violence in Tennessee. 
Specifically Mrs. Lola Freels testified before the committee, on page 
291, that Mr. Glen W. Smith was involved in the dynamiting of the 
Purity Packing Co. 

Could you tell us about that, Mr. Smith ? 

Mr. Surru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. She said generally, Mr. Chairman, that whenever 
there was work needed in the Knoxville area, whenever there were 
acts of violence to be done, a telephone call would be put in to Mr. 
W. A. Smith, in Nashville, and Mr. Glen Smith in Chattanooga and 
they would appear on the scene and an act of violence or dynamiting 
or shooting would generally follow. 
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Now, could you tell us anything about that, Mr. Smith ? 

’ Mr. Smrru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you involved in any dynamiting yourself? 

Mr. Smrru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be a 
witness against myself. 

The Cuamman. Was there anyone else involved init? That would 
not be testimony against yourself. 

Mr. Smirn. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be a 
witness against myself. 

The Cuairman. Do you honestly believe that if you told that you 
knew that others were involved in it, that a truthful answer to that 
question might tend to incriminate you ? 

Mr. Smiru. May I talk to my counsel ? 

The CuarrmMan. Yes. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Smiru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be a 
witness against myself. 

The Cuamman. With the permission of the committee, the Chair 
will order and direct you to answer that question. Again, you are 
ordered and directed to answer. 

Mr. Smiru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

The Cuarrman. I want to point out again on this record that if 
people cannot be required to give information that they may know 
about others committing crimes and they can just capriciously hide 
behind the fifth amendment, there is no way to enforce the law in 
this country. I am just interested to know how the Supreme Court 
will decide it. 

Proceed. The order stands and you are so directed. 

Senator Ives. I would like to ask Mr. Smith a question, if you do 
not mind. I would like to ask him a very direct question and this 
certainly is not going to incriminate him. 

Mr. Smith, do you believe in law observance? 

Mr. Smiru. May I talk to my counsel ? 

Senator Ives. I thought you might be able to answer the question 
without asking anybody about it, but go ahead. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Smiru. Yes. 

Senator Ives. Then, what do you mean by trying to duck all of 
these questions that are being asked you? 

Mr. Smiru. May I talk to my counsel ? 

Senator Ives. Yes, and we might find out. You are not living up 
to that statement in any way, shape or manner. 

Mr. Smiru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Senator Ives. Then the statement that you just made isa lie. All 
right, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, we also, in affidavits before the com- 
mittee, have Mr. Glen W. Smith linked up with the dynamiting in 
Jackson, Miss., in January of 1956. Can you tell us anything about 
whether you were in Jackson, Miss., in January of 1956, Mr. Smith? 

Mr. Smrru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Specifically, we have Mr. Smith identified in Jack- 
son, Miss., on January 12, 1956, 3 days prior to the dynamiting which 
took place in that area. 

Were you there on that January 12? 

Mr. Sairu. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now we have an affidavit, Mr. Chairman, from Hazel 
Dye Crowe, of Jackson, Miss., the wife of a captain of the pickets at 
the Southland Cotton Oil Co. in January of 1956. 

The CuarrmMan. The Chair will read the body of the affidavit, and 
the affidavit in full will be printed in the record at this point. 

(The affidavit is as follows :) 


AFFIDAVIT 


I, Mrs. Hazel Dye Crowe, 103 Sanford Street, Jackson, Miss., telephone 2—0514, 
freely and voluntarily make the following statement to Mr. James McShane, who 
has identified himself to me as a member of the staff of the United States Select 
Committee on Improper Activities in the Labor or Management Field. 

No threat, force, or duress have been used to induce me to make this statement, 
nor have I received any promise of immunity from any consequences which may 
result from submission of the statement to the aforementioned Senate select 
committee. 

On or about January 10, 1956, I was bringing food down to the men on the 
picket line at Southland Cotton Oil Co., 1000 Mill Street, Jackson, Miss., where 
my husband, Glynn Crowe, was a captain of the pickets. 

Passing the teamsters’ union hall, local No. 891, 1830 West Woodrow Wilson 
Drive, Jackson, Miss., on this date, I stopped my car and went into the union 
hall. 

There I had a conversation with Mrs. Bess Hoover, secretary of local 891. Her 
husband, L. M. “Red” Hoover, was and is president of local 891. This was the 
union that was conducting the strike out at the Southland Cotton Oil Co. plant, 

Mrs. Hoover said to me, pointing to a heavy-set man wearing a bright orange 
colored shirt who was standing in the union hall: “He is one of them. They 
are going to wrap up several sticks of dynamite and throw it into the company 
yard to scare them.” 

I heard Mrs. Hoover several times while I was present address this man 
as “Smitty.” At a later date I learned this man was Glenn W. Smith from 
teamsters local 515 in Chattanooga, Tenn. He is president and business agent 
of local 515. 


The Cuarrman. Do you recognize who that is, Mr. Smith? 

Mr. Surru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to bea 
witness against myself. 

The Cuarrman. I will continue. 


Mr. James McShane of the subcommittee staff has shown me pictures (16) of 
several groups of men. I can positively identify one of these men as Glenn W. 
Smith the man I saw wearing the orange shirt in the union hall that day. 

From among the other pictures shown to me by Mr. McShane I can identify 
a man with a hearing aid as a man I saw either at the union hall or the picket 
line, I am not sure which, during the time the strike was in progress. Mr. 
McShane informs me this man’s name is W. A. “Hard Hearing Smitty” Smith, 
business agent for teamsters local 327 Nashville, Tenn. 

(Signed) Mrs. Haze, Dye Crowe. 

Witness: JAMES MCSHANE. 

Witness: H. I. BusHy. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 7th day of September 1957. 


K. M. SHAW. 
My commission expires May 25, 1960. 
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The Cuamman. You would want to comment on that, would you? 

Mr. Smirn. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be a 
witness against myself. 

The Cuarrman. It is a pretty direct charge against you. You do 
not want to defend yourself? Do you want to leave the record this 
way, with testimony like that unrefuted ? 

Mr. Smiru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

The Cuarrman. You realize that we are being very fair with you. 
We are giving you the opportunity to deny that. W ould you not say 
we are being f fair with you, or would that incriminate you to answer 
that ? 

Mr. Smiru. May I talk to my counsel ? 

The CuarrmMan. Yes. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Suirn. Mr. Chairman, I think that you are proceeding in ac- 
cordance with the rules. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you. You do not think it is unfair to you, 
to give you a chance to comment on it or to deny it? 

Mr. Surru. I think that you have complied with the rules. 

The Cuamman. Do you not think that is pretty fair? Can you not 
use that word ? 

Mr. Smiru. I think the rules are all right. 

The Cuatrman. Thank you very much. 

All right, we will proceed. 

Senator Curtis. Do you draw a salary from the teamsters union 
now ¢ 

Mr. Smiru. May I consult my attorney ? 

Senator Curtis. Yes. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Smirn. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Senator Curtis. Would the acceptance of a salary from the team- 
sters union, would that fact incriminate anybody ? 

Mr. Suir. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be a 
witness against myself. 

Senator Curtis. Does it jeopardize your job with the teamsters 
union- 

The Cuatrman. He has testified, if you will pardon me for inter- 
rupting, he has testified that he is president of local 515, teamsters’ 
local 515 of Chattanooga. Now, you can ask him the direct question 
whether he receives a sal: ary fr om that local. 

Senator Curtis. That is correct. 

The Cuarrman. The Chair, in view of his having stated that he is 
president of the local, will order—with the permission of the com- 
mittee—order and direct him to answer that question. 

Again, I think that we have a right to inquire into some of these 
things, and it is simple, everyday business matters and professional 
matters, and I think that, « ertainly, the Congress of the United States 
is entitled to know whether they work for a salary or for pay or 
without it. 

That might have some bearing upon legislation and, for the reason 
Thave stated, I think the Congress 1s entitled to that information and, 





7426 IMPROPER ACTIVITIES IN THE LABOR FIPLD 


with the permission of the other members of the committee, I will 
order and direct that question be answered. 

Mr. Smrru. May I talk to my counsel ? 

The Cuarrman. Certainly. 

(The witness conferred w ith his counsel. ) 

Mr. Smiru. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

The Cuarman. Now , may I ask you again, do you honestly believe 
that if you gave a truthful answer to that question, as to whether you 
received a salar y or compensation from local 515 of Chattanooga, 
Tenn., that such a truthful answer might tend to incriminate you! 
Do you honestly believe that ? 

Mr. Smiru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

The Cuarrman. You are again ordered and directed to answer that 
question, with the approval of the committee. 

Mr. Smiru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Senator Curris. Now, does the taking of the fifth amendment jeop- 
ardize your job in any way ¢ 

Mr. Suiru. May I talk to my counsel ¢ 

Senator Curris. Are you fellows still in good standing after you 
come here and take the fifth amendment ? 

Mr. Smiru. May I talk to my counsel ? 

Senator Curtis. Yes, sir. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Smiru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Senator Curtis. Were you in Washington, D. C., during Hoffa’s 
trial ? 

Mr. Smiru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Senator Curtis. Did anything happen in connection with that trial 
that would incriminate you ? 

Mr. Smirn. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, as I stated originally, Mr. Smith, as 
well as being head of local 515, is also president of joint council 8, 
which is a very important joint council in the country and encompasses 
a large area and a large number of people. I would like to trace 
through with you, Mr. Smith, if I could, your career, as to what there 
was in your background that ultimately resulted in your achievin 
this very important position in the teamsters. Can you start off an 

tell us where you went to school ? 

Mr. Surrn. Can I talk to my counsel ? 

Mr. Kennepy. Yes. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Smrru. I went to school through the eighth grade, seventh or 
eighth grade, in a public school in the city of Altamont, Il. 

Mr. Kennepy. What is the name of the city ? 

Mr. Smiru. Altamont. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did you do after you got out of school ? 
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Mr. Smiru. May I talk to my counsel ? 

Mr. Kennepy. Yes. 

oe, witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Smiru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Will you tell us any ing that you did after you got 
out of school in Illinois, Mr. Smith ¢ 

Mr. Smiru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, we have certain information—there 
are gaps in it, but there is certain information regarding Mr. Smith’s 
career that I would like to file at this time. If he has any comment to 
make on it, he would be free to do so. 

The Cuatrman. Proceed and ask him about the information you 
have, and give him a fair chance to refute any of it that is incorrect. 
We do not want the record to be incorrect. If Mr. Smith will kindly 
help us to keep the record straight, we will try to do so. 

Mr. Kennepy. This, again, Mr. C hairman, is the backgr ound of an 
individual who is presently president of joint council 87 in this 
country, of the teamsters. 

In 1926, starting there, from September 13, 1926, to December 16, 
1927, according to the information that we hav e, you were incarcer: ated 
in the Illionis State Reformatory, Pontiac, LL, for robber y, for a term 
of 1 to 20 years. 

Is that right, Mr. Smith ? 

Mr. Smirn. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be a 
witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. That you were paroled on December 16, 1927, and 
released from parole on March 4, 1932. Is that right? 

Mr. Sniru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be a 
witness against myself. 

Mr. Krennepy. Shortly after being released from parole—namely, 
July 18, 1932, from July 18, 1932, to May 3, 1935—you served a second 
term in the Illinois State Reformatory in P ontiac, Ill., for burglary 
and larceny and sentenced to 1 year toa life term. Is that right? 

Mr. Smirnu. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be a 
witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. That = were paroled on May 30, 1933, and dis- 
charged from parole in 1939; is that right ? 

Mr. Surru. I claim my santa right not to be forced to be a 
witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. And that, at the time tests were made on you, the 
first time that you were incarcerated they showed that you were above 
average in intelligence, but the at, at the time you w ent to prison, you 
had 1 brother in Leaver iworth, 1 in Southern Illinois Penitentiary, and 
linthe county jail. Isthat right? 

Mr. Suiru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be a 
witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. The second time again they emphasized the fact that 
you were above average intelligence, although somewhat unstable, and 
that you got into the second diffic ulty in robbery with your brother. 
Ts that right, Mr. Smith ? 
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Mr. Sumrru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be a 
witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then, Mr. Chairman, we have him going up to 1946, 
In 1946 to 1949, you served as a business ¢ agent for te: umster local 236 
in Paducah, Ky. Is that right, Mr. Smith? 

Mr. Sarru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to bea 
witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. While in Paducah, Ky., during 1948, you were con- 
victed of assault and battery, in Marshall County, Ky., on July 4, 
1948, and fined $100. Is that right ? 

Mr. Smrru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be a 
witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. On April 21, 1949, you were indicted in McCracken 
County, Ky., for malicious d: image ¢ and destruction of personal prop- 
erty damaged at $1,000; is that right ? 

Mr. Smrru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be a 
witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. In May 1949 you were indicted in Marshall County, 
Ky., for destroying property valued at $12,000 by the use of dynamite; 
is that right, Mr. Smith ? 

Mr. Smiru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be a 
witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. On these latter two indictments, Mr. Chairman, Mr, 
Smith has never been tried. After he was indicted on these two 
offenses, he left Paducah, Ky., and went to Chattanooga, Tenn.; is 
that right ? 

Mr. Smiru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be a 
witness against myself. 

Mr. Krennepy. And there you were hired as a business agent first 
for local 515 and later became its president; is that right? 

Mr. Sorru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be a 
witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. And that you were there in Chattanooga, Tenn., after 
Paducah, Ky., from 1949 to 1952. Is that right ? 

Mr. Sairu. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to bea 
witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. In April 1951, Mr. Chairman, Smith and 12 other 
individuals, including a man by the name of H. L. Boling, who was 
secretary and treasurer of Teamster Local 515, were indicted on a 
conspiracy charge growing out of labor disputes; is that right ? 

Mr. Siri. I claim my ‘constitutional right not to be forced to be a 
witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. And the charges included 10 counts, cutting tires, 
threatening and cursing employees, assault on a night wate hman with 
a soft-drink bottle, setting off of dynamite and other explosives, set- 

ting a truck and trailer on fire, assault on a foreman, assault on an 
owner, breaking of windows, smashing of windows, and overturning 
of an automobile; is that correct ? 

Mr. Sairu. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be a 
witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, that subsequently resulted in a di- 
rected verdict by Judge Schoolfield, in the criminal court in Chatta- 
nooga. We will be going back into that matter in a short time. I 
would like to go on and trace Mr. Smith’s career. 





this 


M 
Cha 
bacl 
und 
in te 

M 
bea 


mal 


in t 
as V 
you 
ach 

N 
beli 


\ 
loc: 
tha 
sub 
tha 
195 

) 
be : 

} 
hav 
tha 


Ac 
A 
wi 
Wi 


be 


IMPROPER ACTIVITIES IN THE LABOR FIELD 7429 


The Cuarrman. Who isthe president of that local there ? 

Mr. Kennepy. He was president. Glenn Smith was president at 
this time. 

The Cuarrman. Go ahead. 

Mr. Kennepy. When he got into this difficulty and was indicted in 
Chattanooga, he left Chattanooga, this local in Chattanooga, and went 
back to Padue ah, local 236. By this time Paducah’s local was put 
under trusteeship, and Mr. Smith, because of his fine career, was sent 
intoruntheunion. Is that right, Mr. Smith ? 

Mr. Smirn. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself, 

The Cuamman. Mr. Smith, we are going through with this and 
make arecord. If there is any thing i in it that is not correct, we would 
be very happy to have you correct it. We don’t want to put anything 
in the record here that is not true if we can avoid it. But if we do, 
as we go along, if we happen to get something in there that is untrue, 
you will have to take a lot of responsibility for it, because you have 
a chance to refute it. 

Mr. Kennepy. We made a good examination of Mr. Smith and I 
believe these facts are correct. 

The Cuartrman. Allright. Proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. As he was over in Paducah, Ky., and the head of this 
local, he was then extradited back to Chattanooga for these indictments 
that I mentioned earlier. He had refused to return voluntarily. But 
subsequently, as I stated, there was a directed verdict. We then learn 
that Mr. Smith is down in Florida. He was down in Florida from 
1953 to 1955 asan organizer. Isthat right? 

Mr. Surru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Local 390 in Hialeah, right outside Miami, was 
having labor difficulties with the Acme Concrete Corp., of Hialeah; is 
that right, Mr. Smith? 

Mr. Smirn. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to 
bea witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. And Glenn W. Smith was the representative for local 
390 and handled the negotiations with Acme; is that right? 

Mr. Smirn. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to 
bea witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. There was some dynamite placed in the yard of 
Acme in March of 1954, with no substantial damage. However, on 
August 29, 1954, at 3 p. m., the Acme ready-mix plant was dyn: umited 
with an estimated damage of $50,000. Did you have anything to do 
with that? That was 3 a. m. 

Mr. Smiru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you place that dynamite there ? 

Mr. Smrru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. And then, Mr. Chairman, we also have him listed as 
the representative of teamster local 79 at the time that local 79, in 
April of 1954, was attempting to unionize the Hunt Truck Line. 
| Did you represent the local in the discussions with management at 
that time ? 
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Mr. Smrru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

The Cuarrman. We have an affidavit on that which has already 
been placed in the record. 

Mr. Kennepy. Shortly after the discussions Mr. Glenn W. Smith 
had with the representatives of that company, this fire of suspicious 
origin broke out in the warehouse with damage estimated at $25,000, 

Did you have anything to do with setting that fire? 

Mr. Sarru. I claim my constitutional ‘right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then, Mr. Chairman, he went back, after this fine 
record down in Florida, they evidently wanted him back in Chat- 
tanooga, so he went back toC hattanooga and became president of local 
515, and then we have him involved in the dynamitings in Knoxville, 
Tenn., and Jackson, Miss., in 1956. Then, because of | this fine career 
in the teamsters union, he was then made president of local 87 of the 
teamsters, and he is in charge of all of Tennessee and part of Kentucky. 

The Cuarrman. Was he appointed ? 

Mr. Kennepy. I don’t know how he got it. 

The CHatrmMan. Would you tell us whether you were elected or 
appointed ? 

I don’t think it would reflect on you if the men elected you. 

Mr. Smrrx. May I talk to my counsel ? 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Sairu. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be a 
witness against myself. 

The Cuarrman. You have already testified that you are president 
of that local, so the Chair, with the permission of the committee, is 
going to order and direct you to answer the question as to whether you 
were elected president of the local or appointed. 

What did he belong to? 

Mr. Kennepy. President of joint council 87 and also president of 
515. 

The Cuatrman. Iam talking about both of them. 

How os you get to be pr esident? Were you elected or appointed? 

Mr. Surri. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be a 
witness against myself. 

The CuatrMan. It is the committee’s position that the Chair orders 
and directs you toe answer the question. You testified you were presi- 
dent of one of them yourself. On that particular one, I want to ask 
you again how you were made president, by election or by appointment. 

Mr. Suiru. May I talk with my counsel ? 

The Carman. Yes. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Suiru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

The Cuarrman. Proceed, Mr. Kennedy. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, I have gone through his record now 
and I would like to go back to the indictments while he was president 
of local 515 in Chattanooga, back in 1951. 

The CuarrMan. Proceed. 
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Mr. Kennepy. He was indicted in April of 1951, Mr. Smith, and 
some 12 other individuals. Who was your attorney in that case! 

Mr. Smiru. May I talk to my counsel ? 

Mr. Kennepy. Yes. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Kennepy. That couldn’t incriminate you. 

Mr. Sairu. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

The CuHarrmMan. Do you know counsel who is representing you 
today? Do you know him personally ? 

Mr. Smirn. May I talk to my counsel ? 

The Cuarrman. I don’t know whether he knows whether you know 
himornot. Ithought I might know. 

Go ahead and talk to him. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Smiru. Yes, I know him. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you. 

Proceed, Mr. Kennedy. 

Mr. Kennepy. Wasn't Mr. H. G. B. King your attorney ? 

Mr. Sairu. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kenney. Didn't he represent you and the other 12 individuals? 

Mr. Suiru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Smith, going through the records, we find that 
there is a teamster local chec k, a check on “the -amster local 515, that 
is written on July 2, 1951, for the amount of $18,500, which was charged 
to attorney fees. It was made out to cash and charged to attorney 
fees. 

Can you tell us anything about that ? 

Mr. Smiru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. The cash disbursement book shows that this is made 
out to cash and charged to attorney fees. 

Could you tell us anything : about that ? 

Mr. Samiru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be a 
witness against myself. 

The Cuatrman. Do you think the men down there that pay the dues 
have any constitutional right to know what you do with their money ? 

Mr. Smiru. I claim my “constitutional right not to be forced’ to be a 
witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, there is the check and the disburse- 
ment book entry. 

The Cuatrman. The Chair presents to you a photostatie copy of 
two checks, each in the amount of $18,500, each dated July 2, 1951, each 
made payable to cash. One of them is check No. 5518, and the other is 
No. 5519. They are drawn on the account of the Truckdrivers and 
Helpers Local No. 515. 

The check No. 5519 is signed by H. L. Boling, secretary-treasurer, 
and also countersigned by Glenn Smith. 

The check No. 5518 for the same amount and of the same date is not 
signed by any official of the local but has been marked void. 


89330—58—pt. 18——25 
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I also’ hand you the photostatic copies of the check stubs of the two 
checks. I ask you to examine them for purposes of identification. 

(Documents handed to witness. ) 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Smuru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to bea 
witness against myself. 

The CHatrMANn. You have examined the checks, have you ? 

You see them there in front of you, don’t you? 

Mr. Smiru. I see them. 

The Cuarrman. Youseethem. Thank you. 

They will be made exhibit No. 20-A. 

(The documents referred to were marked “Exhibit No, 20-A and 
20-B” for reference and will be found in the appendix on p. 7500.) 

The CHatrMan. Did you get any of that money ? 

Mr. Smiru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to bea 
witness against myself. 

The Cuamrman. What did you do with that part of it that you took 
yee 

Mr. Smiru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to bea 
witness against myself. 

The Cuarmman. Did you cash that check and get the cash from it? 

Mr. Smiru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to bea 
witness against myself. 

The CHatrmMan. Why did you write the first check void ? 

Mr. Smiru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to bea 
witness against myself. 

The CuHarrman. If you can tell us who else got the money, you 
wouldn’t be a witness against yourself. You might be a witness 
against them. Would you tell us who else may have gotten this 
money / 

Mr. Smiru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be a 
witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, I was just explaining about the first 
check. Although the figure up here is $18,500, when it was actually 
written out it was written out $18,000. I am sure that is the reason 
it was voided. So the second check is the only one that is of signifi- 
cance to us. 

The CuHatrman. I had not noted that. The figures on both checks 
are for $18,500, but on the latter check, 5519, it was written out 
$18,500,” and on check 5518, whoever wrote the check on the type- 
writer made it “$18,000.” So that, I assume, was the reason it was 
voided. 

Would you care to give us any further explanation about it? 

Mr. Surru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be a 
witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. It shows on the check stub that the money was for 
attorney fees, Mr. Chairman. We have also found that the money 
was withdrawn from the Hamilton National Bank in Chattanooga, 
on July 5, 1951, and that the money was withdrawn by Mr. Glenn W. 
Smith’ and by Mr. Boling. Is that right, Mr. Smith ? 

Mr. Suirn. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be a 
witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. The money was withdrawn in the form of cash. 
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The Cuatrman. You do keep some books down there in that local, 
don’t you? Ordo younot? 

Mr. Smiru. May I talk to my attorney ? 

The CuarrMan,. Yes, 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Smiru. I do not personally keep the books. 

The CuarrmMan. You donot? 

Of course, as president I assume you look at them occasionally, don’t 
you, or do you not ¢ 
’ Mr. Smiru. May I talk to my counsel ? 

The CuatrmMan. Find out whether you look at the books or not. 
Go ahead. 

(‘The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Sairu. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be a 
witness oe myself. 

The Cuairman. Proceed, Mr. Kennedy. I think we will get 
pretty good picture of it. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, that is $18,500. 

Then on March 17, 1952, there was another check drawn to cash, 
by teamster local 515, for the amount of $1,500, as I said, made pay- 
able to cash, and once again charged to attorney fees. "This is the 
check and the record in their books. So it makes a total of $20,000. 

The first check is dated July 2, 1951, and was spent on July 5, 1951. 
The other is dated March 17, 1952. 

The Cuairman. I present you another check in the amount of 
$1,500, check No. 6134, drawn to cash on the account of Truck Drivers 
and Helpers Local No. 515, signed by H. L. Boling, secretary-treas- 
urer, countersigned by Glenn Smith. It has the endorsement on the 
reverse side by Glenn Smith. 

Will you look at that check and see if you identify it as a photostatic 
copy of the original ? 

(Document hs inded to witness. ) 

Mr. Smiru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

The Cuairman. You have seen the check presented to you 

Mr. Smiru. May I talk to my attorney ? 

The Cuarrman. Yes, but I am going to have the record show you 
received it. I can see that much, that you have seen it. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Smiru. I have seen it here at the table. 

The CuatrmMan. Look on the reverse side and see whose signature 
is on it as an endorsement. 

Mr. Smirn. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be a 
witness against myself. 

The CHatrmMan. Those are your signatures, aren’t they; both the 
one countersigning it and also the one endorsing, it to get the money? 

Mr. Smiru. May I talk to my attorney ? 

The CHarrMan. Yes. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Siri. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a Witness against myself. 
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The Cuamman. That check will be made exhibit 21. 

(The document referred to will be marked “Exhibit No. 21” for 
reference and will be found in the appendix on p. 7507.) 

Senator Curtis. At whose direction was the entry made in the books 
that these two checks were for attorney fees? 

Mr. Smiru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be a 
witness against myself. 

Senator Curtis. Are they correct entries? 

Mr. Smiru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be a 
witness against myself. 

Senator Curtis. Was the money used for attorney fees? 

Mr. Surru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be a 
witness against myself. 

Senator Curtis. Did you have anything to do with disbursing the 
cash after the checks were cashed ? 

Mr. Sniru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be a 
witness against myself. 

Senator Curtis. To whom did you give the cash ? 

Mr. Shir. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be a 
witness against myself. 

Senator Curtis. Did you keep any of the money? 

Mr. Sorru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be a 
witness against myself. 

Senator Curris. Was an informational tax return made of this 
payment to whomever it should have been made? 

Mr. Smrrn. May I talk to my counsel ? 

Senator Curtis. Yes. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Smiru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be a 
witness against myself. 

Senator Curtis. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Am I correct that Mr. H. G. B. King was your at- 
torney representing the local at that time and also represented you in 
those cases in court down there in Chattanooga ? 

Mr. Soriru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be a 
witness against myself. 

The Cuarrman. That is a matter of record. 

Mr. Duffy, did you check the court records in these cases ? 

Mr. Durry. Yes, Mr. Chairman, we checked the court records in 
these cases. i 

The Cuarrman. Who appears in these criminal charges against this 
man Smith here, Eugene Smith, who appears of records there as 
counsel for him ? 

Mr. Durry. Mr. H. G. B. King of Chattanoog: 

The Cuamman. You have been previously sworn in these hear- 
ings? 

Mr. Durry. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. H. G. B. King appeared as counsel of record 
for them; is that correct ? 

Mr. Durry. That is correct, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. The Chair will now read an affidavit from Mr. 
H. G. B. King. If I do not read all of it, it will all be printed in the 
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record. I will read the substance of it. It will be printed in the 
record in full at this point. 


I have been a licensed and practicing attorney in the State of Tennessee for 
more than 26 years and have been retained as an attorney for teamsters local 
union 515 continuously for more than 7 years just past. 

I was asked by Mr. Duffy what fee I received for defending a case, docket 
No. 83801, Hamilton County, Tenn., wherein a number of teamster officials and 
members of local 515 were indicted in 1951 on a conspiracy charge growing out 
of a labor dispute in Chattanooga, in which case I represented the union. My 
full fee in that case was $6,000 and paid over the period 1951 to July 1953 as 
follows: 


In the latter part of 1952 I received information, indirectly, resulting from 
an investigation of the local’s disbursement records by the Internal Revenue 
Service that a check in the amount of $18,500 on July 2, 1951, was drawn on the 
local union’s account with a local bank of Chattanooga. In October 1957 I 
received information that on March 17, 1952, another check for $1,500 was drawn 
on the local union’s account with a local bank of Chattanooga, and that the 
records of teamsters local 515 indicated that the said amounts were listed on their 
records as “attorney fees.” I later received this information from Mr. LaVern 
Duffy, who asked that I give an affidavit for the use of the committee stating 
whether I, as attorney for the local union or otherwise, had received any part 
of the $18,500 or $1,500. 

I have never received any amount whatsoever of the $18,500 or $1,500, and 
have never received any payments for fees or otherwise from the local union in 
cash. 

I have read the foregoing statement, and to the best of my knowledge it is 
true and correct. 


That will be printed in full at this point in the record. 
(Mr. H. G. B. King’s affidavit follows :) 


AFFIDAVIT 


I, H. G. B. King, attorney, 723 Chattanooga Bank Building, Chattanooga, 
Tenn., freely and voluntarily make the following statement to and at the re- 
quest of LaVern Duffy, who has identified himself to me as a member of the 
staff of the United States Senate Select Committee on Improper Activities in 
the Labor-Management Field. 

I have been a licensed and practicing attorney in the State of Tennessee for 
more than 26 years, and have been retained as attorney for teamsters local 
union 515 continuously for more than 7 years just past. 

I was asked by Mr. Duffy what fee I received for defending a case, docket 
No. 83801, Hamilton County, Tenn., wherein a number of teamster officials and 
members of local 515 were indicted in 1951 on a conspiracy charge growing out of a 
labor dispute in Chattanooga, in which case I represented the union. My full fee 
in that case was $6,000, and paid over the period 1951 to July 1953, as follows: 


In the latter part of 1952 I received information, indirectly, resulting from 
an investigation of the local’s disbursement records by the Internal Revenue 
Service that a check in the amount of $18,500 on July 2, 1951, was drawn on the 
local union’s account with a local bank of Chattanooga. In October 1957 I re- 
ceived information that on March 17, 1952, another check for $1,500 was drawn 
on the local union’s account with a local bank of Chattanooga, and that the rec- 
ords of teamsters local 515 indicated that the said amounts were listed on their 
records as “attorney fees.” I later received this information from Mr. LaVern 
Duffy who asked that I give an affidavit for the use of the committee stating 
whether I, as attorney for the local union or otherwise, had received any part of 
the $18,500 or $1,500. 
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I have never received any amount whatsoever of the $18,500 or $1,500, and have 
never received any payments from fees or otherwise from the local union in cash. 

I have read the foregoing statement, and to the best of my knowledge it is 
true and correct. 

H. G. B. Kine, 

Witness: LAVERNE DUFFY. 

Witness: Marcor MARTIN. 

Sworn to and subscribed before me this 29th day of October 1957 

NIXOLA ZEIGLER, 
Notary Public. 

My commission expires October 14, 1961. 

The Cuatrman. Proceed, Mr. Kennedy. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask Mr. Smith one 
more question and then ask him to stand aside for a few moments. 

Could you tell us if this money was paid to any one to “fix” the case 
involving you and these other teamsters officials ? 

Mr. Smiru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have the witness stand 
aside for one moment. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Smith, you may stand aside. You will remain 
here in the room. You will be subject to being recalled at any time. 

Call the next witness. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Raymond Hixson. 


TESTIMONY OF RAYMOND HIXSON 


The CuarrmMaAn. You will be sworn, please. 

Do you solemnly swear that the evidence you shall give before the 
Senate select committee shall be the truth, the whole tr uth, and nothing 
but the truth, so help you God ¢ 

Mr. Hixson. I do. 

The Cuairman. State your name, your place of residence, and your 
business or occupation. 

Mr. Hixson. My name is Raymond Hixson, deputy State fire mar- 
shal for the State of Tennessee. I live at Hixson,'Tenn. 

Mr. Kennepy. You will have tospeak up. We can’t hear. 

Will you start all over again? 

Mr. Hrxson. My name is ; Raymond Hixson. I live at Hixson, Tenn. 
I am deputy State fire marshal for the State of Tennessee. 

The Cuarrman. Do you have counsel, Mr. Hixon / 

Mr. Hixson. I don’t care for it. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you live in Hixson, Tenn. ? 

Mr. Hixson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. That city was named after your family, is that 
right? 

Mr. Hixson. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, Mr. Hixson, you have been deputy fire marshal 
for the State of Tennessee for a number of years. 

Mr. Hixson. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. How long? 

Mr. Hixson. Since 1949. 
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Mr. Kennepy. In the course of that work, did you do some work 
yourself in gathering evidence regarding a number of acts of violence 
that occurred in the Chattanooga area ? 

Mr. Hixson. Yes, sir, I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. When was that? 

Mr. Hixson. It started in 1950. 

Mr. Kennepy. And early in 1951? 

Mr. Hrxson. The fire in question was on December 2, 1950. 

Mr. Kennepy. I am just interested roughly in the dates. It was 
1950 and early 1951? 

Mr. Hixson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And the acts of violence that you were looking into 
and investigating grew out of a labor dispute between certain com- 
panies and the teamsters union, is that right? 

Mr. Hixson. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you were retained to make that investigation, 
were you / 

Mr. Hrxson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who requested you to make the investigation ? 

Mr. Hrxson. That comes under our jurisdiction, arson and dynamit- 
ing. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was arson involved ? 

Mr. Hrxson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And dynamitings, and it came within your juris- 
diction ? 

Mr. Hixson. That is right? 

Mr. Kennepy. The evidence that you accumulated was turned 
over to the attorney general’s office, is that right? 

Mr. Hixson. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And that resulted ultimately in the indictment of 
Mr. Glen W. Smith? 

Mr. Hixson. It did. 

Mr. Kennepy. And Mr. Boling? 

Mr. Hixson. Yes. 

Mr. Krennepy. And approximately 11 other individuals, is that 
right ? 

Mr. Hixson. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Thirteen people in all were subsequently indicted, is 
that right ? 

Mr. Hixson, That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. That was based on the work that you and others did ? 

Mr. Hrxson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Krennepy. Now, you had known Mr. H. L. Boling, secretary- 
treasurer of local 515 at the time. You have known him for a number 
of years? 

Mr. Hixson. That is right, I have. 

Mr. Krennepy. Now, did you have any conversation with Mr. Boling, 
in which he told you that this case was going to be taken care of ¢ 

Mr. Hrxson. I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. Would you relate that to the committee ? 

Mr. Hixson. As I recall it, on Sunday, in July. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was it April 8? 
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Mr. Hixson. After the indictments were had, this case was set for 
trial on July 10. 

Mr. Kennepy. It is July 10 that the indictments were set for trial, 
is that right ? 

Mr. Hixson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. For July 10! 

Mr. Hrxson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Which was a Tuesday. 

Mr. Hixson. It was on Tuesday. On Sunday, before Tuesday, I met 
Mr. Boling. 

Mr. Kennepy. That would be July 8! 

Mr. Hixson. Yes. I met Mr. Boling out on the highway. We were 
originally discussing politics, I believe. I asked him if he was going 
to be ready for trial on Tuesday. 

Mr. Kennepy. Could you speak up now, and just yell it out so we 
can hear it. 

Mr. Hixson. He told me that there was not going to be a trial. I 
asked him how he knew. He said that there had been $18,500 passed 
to quash the indictments and there was not to be a trial. 

Mr. Kennepy. He said that $18,500 had been passed to quash the 
indictment ? 

Mr. Hixson. And that there would be no trial. 

Mr. Kennepy. And he said there would be no trial ? 

Mr. Hrxson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did he say anything further? Did he say anything 
about betting you as to whether there would be a trial or not ? 

Mr. Hixson. When I first mentioned it, I asked him, or he said, “T’ll 
bet you $500 there will not be a trial,” and I told him that he must 
know something that I didn’t know. I said, “Let me in on it.” He 
then told me that $18,500 had passed hands and to quash the indict- 
ments. 

Mr. Kennepy. Why would he tell you this, who had worked on 
the case? 

Mr. Hrxson. I don’t know why he told me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Had you known him for a number of years? 

Mr. Hrxson. I had. 

Mr. Kennepy. He said, “I'll bet you,” and did he say who got the 
$18,500 up? 

Mr. Hixson. I asked him where the money went, but he wouldn’t 
tell me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you ask him or did he tell you where the money 
came from ? 

Mr. Hrxson. No, he didn’t tell me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you learn anything subsequently about how the 
case was handled? What was done on the case? 

Mr. Hrxson. I went to the courthouse on Tuesday and there was no 
one in the judge’s chambers at all and I went to the clerk’s office and 
they informed me that the case had been passed for reassignment. 

Mr. Kennepy. What do you mean, “passed for reassignment”? 
That means postponed ? 

Mr. Hixson. Postponed, yes, to a later date. 

Mr. Kennepy. Later, did you learn or were the indictments in fact 
quashed ? 
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Mr. Hixson. They were. 
Mr. Kennepy. Who quashed them ? 

Mr. Hixson. They were quashed by Judge Schoolfield. 

Mr. Kennepy. And he was the one ‘handling the case? 

Mr. Hixson. That is right. 

Mr. Kennupy. He is the one who passed it on July 10? 

Mr. Hixson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And he is the one that had the power to quash the 
indictments ? 

Mr. Hixson. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. He is the one who quashed the indictments ? 

Mr. Hixson. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. As I understand you, you were told on Sunday 
before the case came up on Tuesday, by one of the men who was in- 
dicted and by one of the men who signed this check that we have pre- 
sented here, the fellow named Boling, you were told by him he would 
bet you $500 that the case would not come to trial. 

Mr. Hrxson. That is true. 

The Cuatrman. And he told you that $18,500 had passed ? 

Mr. Hixson. That is true. 

The Cuarrman. But he would not tell you to whom? 

Mr. Hixson. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. You went to Judge Schoolfield’s court, is that 
right ? 

Mr. Hixson. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamrman. Why did you go down there on Tuesday morning? 
Were you expecting a trial ? 

Mr. Hixson. I was expecting a trial. 

The CHarrMAN. You were a witness ? 

Mr. Hixson. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. And you had been notified not to come? 

Mr. Hrxson. I had not. 

The Cuarrman. You got there and you found this was all attended 
to? 

Mr. Hixson. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. The case was passed ? 

Mr. Hixson. The case was passed. 

The Cuarrman. Or reassigned ? 

Mr. Hixson. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Proceed; let us see what happened. 

Mr. Kennepy. The facts are that subsequently, after it had been 
delayed, the indictments were quashed by Judge Schoolfield. 

Mr. Hixson. That is right. 

The Cnatrman. How long after did that happen ? 

Mr. Kennepy. The indictments were quashed April 5, 1952. 

The Cuarrman. Was the case ever called for trial in between July 
1951 and July 1952? 

Mr. Hixson. As I recall there were several briefs filed back and 
forth by the attorneys. 

The Cuamman. But the indictments were quashed ? 

Mr. Hrxson. That is right. 

The Crarrman. And that is what Boling told you on Sunday be- 
fore Tuesday ? 
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Mr. Hixson. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. That had been arranged ? 

Mr. Hixson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you surprised at the way the case was handled, 
in view of the work that you had done on the matter ¢ 

Mr. Hixson. I was in the beginning; yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you surprised at the end, when Judge School- 
field quashed the indictments ? 

Mr. Hrxson. Well, at that time there was quite a bit of talk around 
that money had been passed to quash the indictment. 

Mr. Kennepy. That money had been passed to whom ? 

Mr. Hixson. To Judge Schoolfield. 

Mr. Kennepy. For quashing the indictments ? 

Mr. Hrxson. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then it was no longer a surprise to you. 

Mr. Hixson. No, sir. 

Senator Curtis. What sort of a fellow is Boling that he would 
make an admission like that to you? Does he brag a lot? 

Mr. Hrxson. Well, he likes to talk, sometimes. 

Senator Curtis. Apparently, he talked at the wrong time. That 
is all. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is all for now. 

The Coarrman. You may want to recall him? 

Mr. Kennepy. Possibly. I would like to call now, Mr. Duffy, of 
the staff of the committee. 

The Coarrman. Come around. 


TESTIMONY OF LaVERN J. DUFFY—Resumed 


Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Duffy, you have had conversations with rep- 
resentatives of the Internal Revenue Department ? 

Mr. Durry. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. You have been allowed or permitted to look at some 
of the files and certain records of the Internal Revenue Department ? 

Mr. Dourry. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. An investigation that they were making subsequent 
to 1951 and did they have an interview with Mr. H. L. Boling? 

Mr. Durry. Yes, sir. In searching the files of the Internal Rev- 
enue, in reference to this case, we found a memorandum dated July 
10, 1953. It was an interview with Mr. H. L. Boling. Mr. Boling 
made the remark to the Internal Revenue that this money had passed 
to quash the indictment. 

Mr. Kennepy. That the $18,500 that had come out of local 515 had 
been paid in order to quash the indictments ? 

Mr. Durry. That is correct. 

The Cuarrman. Let me ask you this in that connection: You did 
not get that, or what you are testifying to did not come from Mr. 
Hixson ; did it? 

Mr. Durry. From Mr. Boling. This is exclusive of that, Mr. 
Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. This is another statement that Boling made to the 
Internal Revenue folks? 

Mr. Durry. That is correct. 
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The Cuarrman. So he not only told Mr. Hixson, but he also told the 
Internal Revenue folks according to their memorandum, the same 
thing. 

Mr. Durry. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, Mr. Duffy, did you make a study to determine 
where this $18,500 came from? ‘That came out of local 515, the ulti- 
mate check, I understand, but where did that money originate ? 

Mr. Durry. We made a search of that and we found that the team- 
sters local on June 29, 1951, only had approximately $8,000 in their 
treasury. 

Mr. Kennepy. They needed at that time $18,000. 

Mr. Durry. That is correct. They asked for a loan from the South- 
ern Conference of Teamsters, in Memphis, Tenn., at that time. 

Mr. Kennepy. The Southern Conference of Teamsters’ headquar- 
ters at that time was in Memphis, Tenn., is that correct ? 

Mr. Durry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. So they went to the Southern Conference of Team- 
sters to get a loan. 

Mr. Durry. They borrowed $13,500 from the southern conference. 

Mr. Kennepy. That check is dated what ? 

Mr. Durry. Dated June 29, 1951. 

Mr. Kennepy. And a check for $13,500 drawn on the Southern 
Conference of Teamsters was deposited i in the Hamilton National 
Bank on July 2, 1951? 

Mr. Durry. July 2 2, 1951, the same date that the check was written 
to cash for attorney’s fees for $18,500. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you have that check for $13,500? 

Mr. Durry. I think that you have it up there, Mr. Kennedy. 

The Cuamman. I present to you here a photost: tic copy of a check 
dated June 29, 1951, check No. 2474, in the amount of $13,500 drawn 
on Southern Confer rence of Teamsters and signed, “Gale T. Murrin, 
secretary-treasurer, and it is countersigned which is a stamp, 

“Southern Conference of Teamsters.” 

I asked you to examine this check and state if you identify it. It 
is a photostatic copy of the original and if you do, state how that 
check was deposited and used. 

(A document was handed to the witness. ) 

Mr. Durry. Unfortunately, we were not able to obtain this check 
from the Southern Conference of Teamsters because their records had 
been destroyed. However, we did obtain this photostat from film 
from the bank in Chattanooga which kept a film of all checks com- 
ing in. 

The Cuatrman. That is the bank’s film of the check ? 

Mr. Durry. That is correct, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarman. That may be made exhibit 22. 

(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 22,” for refer- 
ence and will be found in the appendix on p. 7508.) 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Duffy, did you make a study of the minutes 
that were kept by the Southern Conference of Teamsters to de- 
termine what this money was supposed to be for that was loaned? 

Mr. Durry. That is correct, Mr. Kennedy. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you have a copy of those minutes ? 

Mr. Durry. I think that you have them there. 
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The Cuatrman. I hand you here what purports to be photostatic 
copy of minutes of a meeting of Southern Conference of Teamsters 
Policy Committee on Friday, July 13, 1951. I ask you to examine it 
and state if you recognize it as a photostatic copy of the minutes of 
the meeting on that date. 

Mr. Durry. It is, Mr. Chairman. It is a photostatic copy of the 
minutes of the Southern Conference of Teamsters, dated July 13, 
1951. 

The Cuarrman. That may be made exhibit No. 23. 

(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 23” for refer- 
ence and may be found in the files of the select committee.) 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Duffy, would you read the pertinent parts 
where there is a discussion of this $13,500. 

Mr. Dorry. I will, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuamman. It will be made an exhibit for reference only, but 
you may read the pertinent parts with respect to this loan into the 
record. 

Mr. Durry. The second matter placed before the policy board by Director 
Murrin was the report of the loan which had been made to local union 515 to the 
extent of $13,500. The chairman reported that it was not his thought that such 
a large loan should be made without the prior approval of the policy board, but 
that the situation was such that immediate action was necessary. The chair- 
man also announced that the loan was to be repaid in monthly payments of 

1,000. 
. Discussion followed concerning this report of the chairman and it was regu- 
larly moved by Gordon Shryock and seconded by Leo Carter that the action of 
the chairman in the matter of local 515 be approved and the right be given to 
the chairman to act in such a matter in similar situations in the future. Motion 
was carried unanimously. 

Mr. Kennepy. As I heard you, you said the chairman reported it 
was not his thought that such a large loan should be made without the 
prior approval of the policy board, but that the situation was such 
that immediate action was necessary. 

Mr. Durry. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. Could we find out what that immediate action was 
that was necessary ? 

Mr. Durry. I think we can deduce that the teamsters in Chat- 
tanooga, local 515, needed this money in a hurry. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did the teamsters records of 515 disclose about 
this loan of $13,500? 

Mr. Durry. The check, as I stated prior, was dated June 29, 1951. 
Upon receipt of the ebeck at the local headquarters, a check was writ- 
ten that same date for $18,500. 

Mr. Kennepy. They evidently needed the money right away. 

Mr. Durry. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did the Caemiee of the meetings of local 515 of the 
executive board or the general membership meetings disclose or in- 
dicate that this money was being borrowed or what ‘it was being used 
for? 

Mr. Durry. We made a search of the minute books of the teamster 
local 515 in Chattanooga and we found no reference whatsoever of a 
loan secured from the Southern Conference for $13,500 no did we find 
" reference whatsoever to a disbursement of $18,500 for attorney’s 

ees. 
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Mr. Kennepy. So the Southern Conference of Teamsters’ records 
indicate that the loan had to be made in a hurry. The records of local 
515 show nothing about the fact that the loan was made or that they 
borrowed $13,500 from the Southern Conference or that a check of 
$18,500 was made out to cash and charged to attorney’s fees? 

Mr. Durry. That is correct. 

The CuarrmMan. Did you make a search of the records of the local 
to find out whether they made their monthly payments of $1,000? 

Mr. Durry. Initially, they fell in arrears on their payments, but 
they did subsequently pay back the total amount of the money 
borrowed. 

Mr. Kennepy. I understand you have also interviewed various of 
the officials of the Southern Conference who were present at the time 
that this $13,500 loan was made to local 515. 

Mr. Durry. I think we should make mention of the fact that Glenn 
W. Smith was present at that Southern Conference meeting and he was 
present at that meeting when the loan was approved. 

Mr. Kennepy. You have interviewed certain of the other members 
of the board ? 

Mr. Durry. That is correct. I interviewed Mr. Murrin. I did not 
interview him personally. I interviewed him on the telephone with 
reference to this and he has no recollection whatsoever as to what this 
loan was for. 

Mr. Kennepy. And Mr. Dusty Miller? 

Mr. Durry. Mr. Dusty Miller, present director of the Southern 
Conference of Teamsters also was present at this meeting and did not 
recall what this money was used for. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, Mr. Duffy, have you made up a chronology as 
to how this case was handled, this indictment, and what followed in 
the criminal court of Judge Schoolfield ? 

Mr. Durry. Yes, sir; we have. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, a copy of that has been provided to 
members of the committee. 

The CHarrman. Do you have the copy that you made? As I 
understand, you have taken these notations from the records of the 
case in court at Chattanooga. 

Mr. Durry. That is correct. 

The CHatrman. And this that you have prepared and what you 
have before you is a correct chronology of the actions taken on the case 
according to the records of the court ? 

Mr. Durry. That is correct, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuatrmMan. That document may be inserted in the record at 
this point as part of the testimony. 


RuLeE Docket, HAMILTON CouNTY CRIMINAL Court, CHATTANOOGA, TENN. 





Dockets Nos. 88801 Through 83813. State v. Glenn W. Smith, Hubert L. Boling, 
et al. Offense Charged: Conspiracy To Violate Code Section 11064. Indict- 
ment Filed April 4, 1951 


May 8, 1951: Case assigned for trial on July 10 in Judge Raulston Schoolfield’s 
court. 

June 6, 1951: A demurrer entered by defense counsel to the complaint alleging 
the facts do not constitute a violation of law. Other parties were advised of 
the filing of such demurrer. 
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June 6, 1951: A motion for the court to decide on the validity of the demurrer 
was filed, and other parties were advised of such motion. 

June 9, 1951: A motion was made to have the case reassigned for trial, and 
other parties were advised of such motion. 

June 11, 1951:, The motion to have the case reassigned for trial was over- 
ruled by Judge Schoolfield. 

(July 2, 1951) : (Check from Teamsters Local 515 made out to cash for $18,500 
and charged to attorney fees. ) 

(July 5, 1951) : (Check for $18,500 cashed at Hamilton National Bank, Chatta- 
nooga, Tenn., and currency withdrawn by Glenn W. Smith and Hubert L. 
Boling. ) 

July 6, 1951: Case originally assigned for July 10; reassigned but no definite 
date set ; 25 subpenas issued, 20 served by sheriff. 

December 31, 1951: Case assigned for February 19, 1952, in Judge School- 
field’s court. 

February 15, 1952: Amendment to demurrer filed by defense counsel and other 
parties advised of such amendment. 

February 19, 1952: Case continued to May 13, 1952, in Judge Schoolfield’s 
court. 

February 25, 1952: A motion was made to strike (hold invalid) the amendment 
to the demurrer, and other parties were advised of the making of such mo- 
tion. 

March 1, 1952: Hearing on the motion to strike amendment to the demurrer 
was continued to March 10, 1952, in Judge Schoolfield’s court. 

March 10, 1952: The motion to strike the amendment to the demurrer was 
overruled in Judge Schoolfield’s court. 

March 10, 1952: Amendment to demurrer taken under advisement by Judge 
Schoolfield. 

March 14, 1952: Judge Schoolfield sustained defense counsel’s demurrer and 
amendment to demurrer and quashed indictment. 

(March 17, 1952): (Check from Teamster Local 515 made out to cash for 
$1,500, and charged to attorney fees. ) 

April 5, 1952: Written opinion of court (Judge Schoolfield) sustaining demur- 
rer and amendment and quashing indictment, allowing State 30 days to perfect 
appeal. 

February 25, 1953: Supreme court reversed Judge Schoolfield and remanded 
case for trial. 

February 25, 1953: Case returned to docket—writ of capias (order to arrest 
defendants) issued, bond set at $500, by Judge Schoolfield. 

May 4, 1953 : Writ of capias returned unexecuted. 

May 26, 1953: Writ of capias served on Defendant Smith. 

June 30, 1953: Judge Schoolfield suspended the jury until a later time. 

July 1, 1953: Motion to quash indictment filed by defense counsel and motion 
to strike motion to quash indictment filed by State. 

July 2, 1953 : Judge Schoolfield issued a directed verdict of “not guilty.” 

Mr. Kennepy. I would like to pick out specific dates, although the 
whole thing is in the record. 

The indictment was filed on April 4, 1951. 

Mr. Durry. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. And on May 8, 1951, the case was assigned for trial 
and the trial to take place on July 10 in Judge Raulston School- 
field’s court. 

Mr. Durry. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then passing on to June 9, 1951, a motion was made 
to have the case postponed, reassigned or postponed ? 

Mr. Durry. That iscorrect. It was overruled, that motion, 

The Cuarrman. What date was that overruled ? 

Mr. Kennepy. July 11. 

Mr. Durry. Am I correct on that, Mr. Kennedy ? 

Mr. Kennepy. It was overruled on June 11. 

Mr. Durry. That is correct. 
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Mr. Kennepy. On July 2, 1951, this check from teamsters local 515 
was made out to cash for $18,500, is that right ? 

Mr. Durry. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. And on July 5, 1951, the check for $18,500 was 
cashed at the Hamilton National Bank, in Chattanooga, Tenn., and 
the currency withdrawn by Smith and Boling? 

Mr. Durry. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. On July 6, 1951, the case which was originally as- 
signed for July 10, was reassigned. Reassigned means postponed, 
is that correct ? 

Mr. Durry. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. That was postponed on July 6, 1951 ? 

Mr. Durry. Yes. It is significant that Judge Schoolfield did on 
July 6 what he did not do on June 11, during the intermediate period 
the money passed. 

Mr. Kennepy. He overruled the motion on June 11, 1951, and on 
July 6, 1951, he granted the motion ? 

Mr. Durry. He granted the motion and reassigned the case for an 
indefinite date which was not set. 

Mr. Kennepy. On July 8, according to the previous witness’ 
testimony, he had a conversation with Mr, Boling, in which Mr. 
Boling told the previous witness that the indictments would be 
quashed ? 

Mr. Durry. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. There were a number of demurrers offered after that 
period, February 15, 1952, for instance ? 

Mr. Durry. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. The next significant date is March 14,1952. Judge 
Schoolfield sustained defense counsel’s demurrer and quashed the in- 
dictments, is that right ? 

Mr. Durry. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. So on March 14, 1952, the case was thrown out? 

Mr. Durry. The case was thrown out. The demurrer was sutained 
and the indictment was quashed. 

Mr. Kennepy. On March 17, 1952, the second check to cash for 
$1,500 was made? 

Mr. Durry. Three days later, after the judge sustained the de- 
murrer, a check for $1,500 was made out from the funds of local 515, 
made out to cash and charged to attorney fees. 

Mr. Kennepy. The State then appealed this decision of Judge 
Schoolfield to the Supreme Court, is that right ? 

Mr. Durry. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And the Supreme Court reversed Judge School- 
field ? 

Mr. Durry. They reversed Judge Schoolfield and remanded the 
case back for trial. 

Mr. Kennepy. And said that the case should go right ahead? 

Mr. Durry. That isright. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then the State began offering its evidence ? 

Mr. Durry. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. And after offering its evidence on July 2, 1953, Judge 
Schoolfield issued a directed verdict of not guilty ? 

Mr. Durry. He directed a verdict of not guilt, that is correct. 
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Mr. Kennepy. For all the defendants? 

Mr. Durry. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. For all 13 defendants he issued a directed verdict 
of not guilty, without making the defense appear or offer any wit- 
nesses ? 

Mr. Durry. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. And not allowing it to go to the jury, is that correct? 

Mr. Durry. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. So then the case was finished ? 

Mr. Durry. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is all. 

The Cuatrman. Have you anything, Senator Curtis? 

Senator Curtis. No. 

Mr. Kennepy. We have one more witness, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuatrMan. Call the next witness. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Thomas Crutchfield. 

The Cuarmman. You do solemnly swear the evidence you shall give 
before this Senate select committee will be the truth, the whole truth, 
and nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Crutcurrecp. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF THOMAS CRUTCHFIELD 


‘he CHAIRMAN. State your name, your place of residence, and your 
business or occupation. 

Mr. Crurcurretp. Thomas Crutchfield. I am an attorney. The 
address is 1918 Chattanooga Bank Building, Chattanooga, Tenn. 

The CuarrmMan. Thank you very much. 

I assume you waive counsel ? 

Mr. Crutcurreip. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Crutchfield, in 1951 you held the position of 
assistant district attorney in Chattanooga ? 

Mr. Crurcurietp. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you worked in the preparation of the indict- 
ments against 13 defendants that we have been discussing here today ; 
is that correct ? 

Mr. Crutcurietp. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. You were one of those who were assisting in present- 
ing the case, getting ready to present the case ? 

Mr. Crurcurie.p. To the grand jury ; yes. 

Mr. Krennepy. Did you present the case to the grand jury ¢ 

Mr. Crurcurtexp. I presented the case to the grand jury and also 
tried the case. 

The CuarrmMan. Just a little louder, Mr. Crutchfield. 

Mr. Crutcuriexp. I presented the proof to the grand jury and also 
participated in the trial of the case. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you drew up, with the assistance of others, the 
indictments ? 

Mr. Crutcurietp. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Crutchfield, on March 14, 1952, Judge School- 
field quashed these indictments that had been drawn up by you and 
which had been voted on by the grand jury. Could you tell us anything 
about that ? 
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Had you expected that that would happen ? 
Mr. Crutcuriretp. No, I had not. Do you want my reasons for 
that ‘ 

Mr. Kennepy. Yes. Would you give us your reasons? 

Mr. Crurcurietp. We—and I mean by that the Attorney General 
and myself—felt that we had just about as strong an indictment, at 
least so far as the paper upon which it was printed was concerned, that 
we could possibly have. 

Some years before this case came up I had been appointed special 
investigator to the grand jury. At that time, Mr. Raymond Graham, 
another attorney in Chattanooga, and I had’ investigated certain Ku 
Klux Klan activities in Hamilton County, the results of which in- 
vestigation amounted to an indictment similar to this. We worked 
long and hard on that indictment, and received a certain amount of 
aid from Judge Schoolfield so far as the planning and drawing of this 
indictment involving the Ku Klux Klanners. 

Now, then, with that background, at the time of these events that 
you have been talking about today, General Smith, I believe it was, 
went to Nashville and also secured copies of an indictment that General 
Loeser over in Davidson County had drawn and had been successful 
with, and we had that also to fall back on. 

We spent a lot of time, I think you could probably say weeks, in 
research and in going over those two indictments that we had, and ‘the 
law and the various propositions for this indictment that we drew, and 
we felt that when we got through with it, it was good; it was just as 
good as it could possibly be. As a consequence, I didn’t feel that they 
should have been quashed. ‘The Supreme Court, of course, backed us 
up on that. 

Mr. Kennepy. Excuse me. 

Mr. CrutcHFrietp. I say the Supreme Court backed us up on that, 
because the case was taken to the Supreme Court and the Supreme 
Court did send it back for trial. 

The Cuatrman. As I understand, he first overruled a motion to 
quash the indictment; is that correct ? 

Mr. Crurcurrevp. Sir, I believe the thing he overruled was my 
motion to dismiss the demurrer. I believe that is it. I may be wrong, 
you see, there was a demurrer filed shortly after the indictment was 
returned, and that demurrer was amended approximately a year later, 
which is another reason why we were slightly surprised when these 
cases were kicked out at that time, because we figured that if it took 
them a year to dream up some grounds for getting the indictments 
quashed, the reason couldn’t be too good, 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Now, after they were quashed, you appealed it to the Supreme 
Court; did you? 

Mr. CrutcuFrevp. That is correct. 

The CHarrmMan. And the Supreme Court sustained your position 
that they were good indictments $ 

Mr. Crurcurirecp. And returned them to the local court for trial. 
The Cuatrman. And ordered the case returned for trial? 

Mr. Crutrcurietp. That is correct. 
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The CuatrmMan. Then you did undertake to try the case; did you? 

Mr. CrutcurieLp. That is correct. 

The Cuarrman. What happened to you then ? 

Mr. Crurcurmip. We presented the State’s proof and at the close 
of the State’s proof the case was dismissed or a directed verdict was 
entered. 

The CuatrmMan. You got a directed verdict at that time ? 

Mr. Crutcurtep. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrMaNn. But as to the quashing of the indictment, you had 

taken two indictments that had been tried and tested before, together 
with your research, drew the indictment on the basis of the facts 
according to the testimony that you had and presented it to the grand 
jury, and then the indictments were finally quashed, and you just 
couldn’t understand it. Have you ever understood it? 

Mr. Crutrcurtrerp. No, sir. ~ 

The CuarrMan, All right. 

Mr. Kennepy. What is your recollection as far as showing these 
indictments to Judge Schoolfield prior to the time they were presented 
to the grand jury? 

Mr. Crutrcuriecp. I cannot swear that I did. My recollection is 
that I also took this indictment down and discussed it with him, and 
I suppose one reason that that is my recollection is the fact that I had 
gone over the other one with him. It would have been a normal thing 
todo. I can’t swear that I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. The attorney general of the State of Tennessee whom 
you discussed this matter with remembers that you did go down; is 
that right ? 

Mr. Crurcurretp. He saysso. I can’t swear to it. 

Mr. Kennepy. You can’t swear to it. But it is his best recollection, 
or he has refreshed your recollection, that he believes that you did 
go down and show these and discuss these with Judge Schoolfield at 
the time they were first written and drawn up; is that right ? 

Mr. CrutcHrreLp. Yes, sir; that is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. Of course, the Supreme Court ultimately found that 
they were good indictments. What was your emotion when Judge 
Schoolfield ¢ quashed the indictments ¢ 

Mr. CrutcurieLp. I suppose you might say consternation. I just 
didn’t have any idea that it would happen. I assumed when we went 
up for that argument it was simply a dilatory measure and had no 
expectation whatsoever that the indictments would be quashed. 

Mr. Kennepy. The defense hadn’t even brought in this question 
that they were faulty indictments until approximately a year after the 
indictments ? 

Mr. Crurcurtetp. That is approximately, yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. They brought in other questions, but they didn’t 
mention this until approxima: ately a year after the indictments had been 
issued by the grand jury ? 

Mr. Crurcurtetp. I believe that is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. Tell me, what was your feeling at the time that the 
judge issued a directed verdict, after the Supreme Court overruled him 
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on quashing the indictments and then he gave a directed verdict for 
the defendants? 

Mr. CrutrcHrieD. I suppose there you would say disgust. We had 
worked for 214 years and there it went. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you have any explanation for it? 

Mr. Crurcurrecp. Of course, as Mr. Hixson stated, the rumors were 
all over the courthouse that the case would never get to the jury. Well, 
you could shrug and say that the rumors were cor rect. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you surprised ? 

Mr. Crurcurietp. I don’t know that I would say I was surprised, 
considering the rumors. It seemed to follow right in the pattern of 
the rumors. 

Mr. Kennepy. There were many rumors that the case had been 
fixed / 

Mr. Crutcurietp. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. So when ultimately the judge gave a directed verdict 
for the defendant, you could not say that you were surprised, but that 
you were disgusted ; is that right? 

Mr. Crvrcurierp. That is correct. 

The CHarrMan. If I am not mistaken, I am not sure about the law in 
Tennessee, but I think this holds true everywhere, when an instructed 
verdict of acquittal is given, they had been placed in jeopardy once 
for the offense and, the srefore, could not again be tried ? 

Mr. Crutcurretp. That is my underst: anding. 

The Cuatrrman. You are a lawyer. I am a little rusty so if I get 
wrong, you correct me. 

Mr. Crurcurierp. The question of double jeopardy is not one that 
I want to give a snap opinion on. But that is my understanding. 

The Cuairman. As I remember some little law I learned somewhere 
once, once you put them on trial and that jury is sworn, unless it is 
a hung jury, if the court dismisses it on the ground that the t testimony 
is insuflicie nt, they cannot be placed on tri: iT again. You may appeal 
the case and the court might hold that this judge was in error, ‘but they 
have been put in jeopardy once and couldn’t be tried again. Am I 
right ¢ 

Mr. Crutcurtevp. I think so, yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you. 

Is there anything further ? 

Mr. Kennepy. I would like to recall Mr. Glenn Smith again, Mr. 
Chairman. 

The Carman. Thank you very much, Mr. Crutchfield. 

Senator Curtis. I want to ask you one thing. 

Who was the attorney for the defense? 

Mr. Crutcurirevp. H. G. B. King. 

Senator Curtis. To your knowledge were there any other attorneys 
defending in that action ¢ 

Mr. Crutcurietp. Not to my knowledge, sir. 

There is another man in his office, another couple of men, but I 
don’t believe anyone else participated in the trial except Mr. King. 
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Senator Curtis. No one appeared in court in any of these pre- 
liminary matters to your recollection except Mr. King ¢ 

The Comenea- All right. 

Thank you very much. 

Come forward, Mr. Smith. 


TESTIMONY OF GLENN W. SMITH—Resumed 


The Cuarrman. All right, Mr. Kennedy, proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. I want to ask you about the $18,500 and the $1,500, 
Mr. Smith. Will you tell us anything about it ? 

Mr. Smiru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to 
testify against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was the case in fact fixed ? 

Mr. Smrru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to bea 
witness against myself. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Would you tell the committee where the $18,500 
went? 

Mr. Smrru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to bea 
witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was the $18,500 paid to quash the indictments? 

Mr. Sorru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to bea 
witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did any of this money go to Judge Schoolfield? 

Mr. Sorru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be a 
witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Would you tell the committee who made the ar- 
rangements with Judge Schoolfield ? 

Mr. Smiru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be a 
witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is all for now. 

Senator Curtis. Did you know Judge Schoolfield before this trial? 

Mr. Smrru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to bea 
witness against myself. 

The CHatrMan. You certainly owe it to Judge Schoolfield if he 
didn’t get any of that money; you certainly owe ‘it to him to take an 

oath at this minute that he didn’t get a nickel of it. Are you willing 
to do that ? 

Mr. Smrru. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be a 
witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Is there anything further ? 

The Chair may say for the record that Judge Schoolfield was ap- 
prised in gener al terms of the nature of the testimony. He was sent 
this wire: 

I think it would be advisable that you attend hearings beginning Tuesday, 
December 17, 1957, at 2 p. m., as it is anticipated that testimony of a derogatory 
nature reflecting on your activities will be presented to the committee. You 
will be given an opportunity to testify. 

This kind of testimony is not easy to take. We do not like to hear 
of anything that will cast any suspicion of wrongdoing on a law- 
enforcement officer or on any court of our land. I am not saying that 
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any money actually ever reached Judge Schoolfield. I do not know 
yet. But I do know, Mr. Smith, that you, by not telling us where the 
money went, are helping to create that impression, along with this 
other testimony, that the money was actually paid out to fix those 
indictments and get them quashed. 

Is there anything further ? 

Mr. Kennepy. That is all. 

The Cuarrman. You will remain here tomorrow. We may need 
you again, Mr. Smith. 

The committee will stand in recess until 2: 30 tomorrow. 

(Commitee members present at time of recess: Senators McClellan 
and Curtis.) 

(Whereupon, at 4: 30 p. m., the committee was recessed, to reconvene 
the following day at 2: 30 p.m.) 








INVESTIGATION OF IMPROPER ACTIVITIES IN THE 
LABOR OR MANAGEMENT FIELD 


WEDNESDAY, DECEMBER 18, 1957 


Unirep StTates SENATE, 
SeLect CoMMITTEE ON ImproPER ACTIVITIES 
IN THE Lapor OR MANAGEMENT FELD, 
Washington, D.C. 

The select committee reconvened at 2:30 p. m., pursuant to Senate 
Resolution 74, agreed to January 30, 1957, in the caucus room, Senate 
Office Building, ‘Senator John I. McClellan (chairman of the select 
committee) presiding. 

Present: Senator John L. McClellan, Democrat, Arkansas; Senator 
Irving M. Ives, Republican, New York; Senator Carl T. Curtis, 
Republican, Nebraska. 

Also present: Robert F. Kennedy, chief counsel; LaVern J. Duffy, 
investigator; James P. McShane, investigator; Ruth Y. Watt, chief 
clerk. 

The Cuatrrman. The committee will come to order. 

(Members of the select committee present at the convening of the 
session: Senators McClellan, Ives, and Curtis.) 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Kennedy, call the next witness. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, we have one witness on the matter that 
we had hearings on yesterday, that I would like to finish prior to 
going into a new matter. His name is Mr. Jim West. 

The Cuarrman. You do solemnly swear that the evidence you shall 
give before this Senate select committee will be the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. West. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF JAMES E. WEST 


The CHarrman. Will you state your name and your place of resi- 
dence and your business or occupation. 

Mr. West. Jimmy West, criminal investigator for the Internal 
Revenue Service, assigned to the Alcohol and Tobacco Tax Unit, 
Hickory, N. C. 

The CHatrman. How long have you been with the Internal Revenue 
Service / 

Mr. West. Two years the 14th of November. 

The CrarrmMan. What did you do prior to that, Mr. West / 

_Mr. West. Prior to that I was with the police department in 
Chattanooga, Tenn. 
The Cratrman. How long were you with the police department ? 
Mr. Wesr. I was with the police department approximately 7 years. 
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The Cuarrman. For the last 9 years you were with the police de- 
partment of Chattanooga and with the Internal Revenue Service? 
That has been your occupation ? 

Mr. Wrst. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Do you waive counsel, Mr. West? 

Mr. West. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. West, for a period of time you were associated 
with Judge Schoolfield ? 

Mr. West. That is right. I was his court officer. 

Mr. Kennepy. You were his court officer ? 

Mr. West. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. What was your responsibilities as court officer ? 

Mr. West. To open his court, and to take care of the grand jury 
on the Tuesdays when it was in session, and do general work around 
his office. 

Mr. Kennepy. What period of time was that? 

Mr. West. That was from about 1950, just prior to his getting 
elected for his 8-year term. About a month or two prior to his being 
elected I worked for him for 18 months. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you perform any other services or any other 
functions while you were the court officer ? 

Mr. West. I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. Would you explain that to the committee. 

Mr. Wesr. Part of my salary came from being the judge’s court 
officer and part of my salary came from the sheriff’s department. I 
investigated homicides for Hamilton County, the county where Chat- 
tanooga is located. 

Mr. Kennepy. You did that in addition to being the court officer 
for Judge Schoolfield ? 

Mr. West. I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you do any other work, or did you do any other 
investigative work other than homicides? 

Mr. West. Yes, sir; I did. The sheriff that was elected there had 
run a restaurant prior to his getting into politics, and he had no prior 
law experience. I assisted him in searches and raiding illegal whisky 
places in the county. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, during the course of this investigative work 
that you were doing, did you work at all on these 13 teamster officials 
who were charged “with assaults, arsons, and dynamiting, and were 
ultimately indicted ? 

Mr. West. I took two statements, what I would say would be con- 
nected with the conspiracy and not on any assignment I had. That 
was a case that occurred inside the city, and the sheriff’s department 
did their investigation outside the city. However, I took two state- 
ments from two persons that were supposed to have been present at the 
Robinson Freight Line when the night watchman was struck in the 
head and the tractor and trailer were burned. 

Mr. Kennepy. You had learned of this information, and you took 
statements from people that had first-hand information regarding it? 

Mr. West. I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. Regarding an assault and arson; is that right ? 


Mr. West. That is right. 
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Mr. Kennepy. And that information was included in the indict- 
ment of these various teamster officials ? 

Mr. West. I don’t know whether it was or not. 

Mr. Kennepy. The indictments were based on this information, and 
other information that was available to the attorney general’s office? 

Mr. West. I think that is right. 

The CHarrman. In other words, these two acts that occurred there, 
at what plant did you say ? 

Mr. West. I believe that was the Robinson Freight Line, on 23d 
Street inside the city of Chattanooga. 

The CHatrman. Where a night watchman was assaulted and the 
place set afire ? 

Mr. Wr st. That is right. 

The CuarrmMan. On that part of the investigation you took two 
statements with respect to that? 

Mr. Wesr. I did, sir. 

The CHatrMan. From witnesses ? 

Mr. West. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. And the statements which you took were placed in 
the files with respect to the indictment of these 13 people? 

Mr. West. Yes, sir. 

The CuatrmMan. In one of the counts in the indictment there were 
several counts. 

Mr. Kennepy. There were 10 counts. 

The Cuatrman. Did 1 of the 10 counts include this act of violence 
and the arson committed there ? 

Mr. West. Iam not familiar with the indictment. 

Mr. Kennepy. It does, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuatrmMan. You do not recall? 

Mr. West. I do not recall. 

The CuHatrman. Mr. Duffy, you have examined the indictments with 
respect to the incident that witnesses have been testifying to. Did 
the indictment include a count involving this arson and assault ? 

Mr. Durry. Yes, Mr. Chairman; it did. 

The Cuatrman. That was 1 of the charges against the 13 indicted 
and whose indictment was quashed and later was given an instructed 
verdict for the defendant. 

Mr. Durry. That is correct. 

The CratrmMan. The Chair wanted to relate it to this particular 
investigation. Proceed. 

Mr. Krennepy. Did you discuss those statements that you took 
with Judge Schoolfield ? 

Mr. West. Yes; I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. Would you just tell us about that, and what his 
feeling was? 

Mr. Wesr. He said that was good evidence and he seemed enthused 
about it at that time. 

Mr. Kennepy. How enthused; would you amplify on that at all? 

Mr. West. Sir? 

Mr. Kennepy. Could you amplify on that at all? Could you go 
into it a little more in detail as to what his opinion was toward those 
statements, and whether he thought you should get the statements? 
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Mr. West. Well, I got the statements without his knowledge. After 
I had taken those statements, I took them and let him see them, 
He seemed to be enthused about the fact that I had them at that 
particular time. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did he make any suggestions as to what you should 
do with them ? 

Mr. Wesr. Yes; I believe—I don’t remember exactly, but either I 
took them to the attorney general, Cory Smith, or either he called 
him down there and gave them to him. That is where they went, to 
the attorney general. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was he anxious or particularly anxious in this case 
because it involved labor-union officials ? 

Mr. West. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Would you explain that. 

Mr. West. Well, do you want me to explain my reason for thinking 
that ? 

Mr. Kennepy. As I understand it, he was very enthused about this 
information that you originally procured, isn’t that right ? 

Mr. Wesr. Yes; he was interested at that time in catching these 
people involved in this labor dispute. 

Mr. Kennepy. Had these labor officials opposed him in his election! 

Mr. West. Yes; they had. 

Mr. Kennepy. And he was upset about that; is that right ? 

Mr. West. Well, he said he was going to do something to them. 

Mr. Kennepy. He was going to do something to them. 

Mr. West. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And he was particularly enthused when you were 
able to get this information in evidence ? 

Mr. West. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did his position on that matter change at a later 
time? During the course of the trial, did his demeanor toward this 
whole situation change / 

Mr. West. Yes. Not too much later, I resigned from his employ- 
ment and for some mysterious reason later these indictments were 
quashed. 

Mr. Kennepy. But prior to that when you were working with him, 
initially he was very enthused about this information and this evi- 
dence. was he not ? 

Mr. West. Yes. sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And he wanted to vet these labor officials ? 

Mr. West. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And subsequently, the indictments which were based 
on this information, those indictments were quashed; is that right? 

Mr. West. That is right, and he was particularly interested 
getting this Glenn Smith. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now tell me, you say that you left his employment. 

Mr. West. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. What was the reason for your leaving his employ- 
ment ¢ 

Mr. West. Well, as I explained, part of my salary came from his 
office, and my duties with the sheriff’s office, he wanted to confine to 
my working on homicide cases, and I had been helping the sheriff raid 
these illegal whisky places. 
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Mr. Kennepy. I understand that you had been working just on 
homicide. But when this new sheriff came in, you were also helping 
and assisting him in other matters ? 

Mr. West. My title there was just to help him on homicides. 

Mr. Kennepy. But voluntarily, you were helping him on other 
matters ¢ 

Mr. West. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Because you had this experience in the city of 
Chattanooga ? 

Mr. Wrst. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. What were you specifically assisting him on ? 

Mr. West. On illegal gambling, and illegal whisky places that 
operated outside in the county, in clubs, and we were closing them 
down. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was that a major problem in Chattanooga at that 
time ? 

Mr. West. It was. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you were helping the sheriff in that matter 
and you were leading some raids with him on these places? 

Mr. West. Yes; I was. 

Mr. Kennepy. Certainly Judge Schoolfield would be happy to have 
you do that, wouldn’t he / 

Mr. West. No; he told me one day just before I quit that he wanted 
me to confine my work to investigating homicides and quit raiding 
those clubs, that it was reflecting on him. I said “Judge, it looks like 
that is a kind of a restriction that you would want.” And he s said, 
“You don’t understand politics, Wes,” and I said “I guess I don’t.” 

Mr. Kennepy. Within a short period of time, did you leave your 
association 4 

Mr. West. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You ended your association with him ? 

Mr. West. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. What brought that about ? 

Mr. West. This. 

Mr. Kennepy. And did you have any conversation with him or any 
of his assistants regarding it ? 

Mr. West. No; I discussed it with Harold Brown. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who was Harold Brown at that time ? 

Mr. Wesr. Harold Brown at that time, I don’t know if he was 
foreman of the grand jury, or not, but sometime during that time, he 
was foreman of the grand jury under the judge. 

Mr. Kennepy. And very close to the judge? 

Mr. West. Yes, sir; they were friends. 

Mr. Kennepy. Very close friends, were they not ? 

Mr. West. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. The judge appoints the grand-jury foreman down 
there ; does he not ? 

Mr. West. He does. 

Mr. Kennepy. What conversations did you have with Harold 
Brown, this associate of Judge Schoolfield ¢ 

Mr. West. Harold and I discussed what the judge had said to me, 
and the fact that he wanted me to quit assisting the sheriff in these 
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raids and as matter of fact he told me not to go with the sheriff on 
any more raids. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who told you that? 

Mr. West. Judge Schoolfield. Harold and I discussed it, and he 
said, “Well, Jim, I would just do one of two things, I would do what 
he said or I would quit.” And I said, “Well, I am going to quit,” 
and I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you upset or disturbed at the judge’s attitude 
toward this matter ? 

Mr. West. Well, I felt like he was in the wrong. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you know if he had during this period of time 
a close association with a good number of these racketeers and 
gamblers ? 

Mr. West. Yes, there would be some of them come around his office 
there quite often. 

Mr. Kennepy. You would see them around the office ? 

Mr. West. Yes; I would. 

Mr. Kennepy. And so that was why you left his employment; is 
that right ? 

Mr. West. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Or left the association with him ? 

Mr. West. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. This witness has a good deal more information than 
probably gets without the purview of the committee. 

The Cuatrman. I only wanted to make this observation, that I 
wanted to keep this testimony within the purview of this committee’s 
authority. The only purpose this last statement would serve would 
maybe be to sort of serve as background information as to the general 
attitude and the situation that prevailed there in that court. 

We have the fact definitely established that $18,000 or rather $20,000 
was drawn out of the union treasury, and the people responsible for 
drawing it out are taking the fifth amendment and will not tell where 
it went. 

One of them, we have positive proof of him saying that it was used 
to fix these cases, and to get the indictment quashed. Anything that 
relates to that, or is a circumstance in connection with it that might 
reflect the general situation of the court down there, I am going to let 
a little of it in, but I am not going to go out beyond that as to any 
other acts of the judge, or his court, other than to just what may have 
some connection here with this particular $20,000. 

That is what the committee is interested in, and how it was used. 
As I told the witness yesterday if Judge Schoolfield did not get any 
of that money and if it was not used for that purpose, he was doing 
him a great disservice by not simply under oath stating what the facts 
were about it. 

Senator Ives. If you will yield at that point, on that question, I 
think one thing we should make perfectly clear is that the purpose of 
this committee is to see what should be done in the way of legislation. 
There is no question about that. 

Now, it seems here to me, and I am not a lawyer, and so I am at 
a great disadvantage with you and Senator Curtis when it comes to 
that, that we have a situation here where perhaps no new legislation 
would be involved outside of legislation controlling labor organizations 
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and their funds because we know this apparent use or misuse of this 
$90,000. 

On the other hand, we have a direct case of apparent law violation, 
and violence and lack of law enforcement in a locality in the country. 
I do not feel that Tennessee should be set aside and condemned because 
of this. 

We have found situations in Nashville, and Knoxville, and now 
Chattanooga there. But heaven knows, Mr. Chairman, we found a 
situation that was not too rosy in the city of New York, in my own 
State. I think we have to bear in mind in dealing with this question 
that some of these matters cannot be solved by law and cannot be 
solved by legislation. 

If you do not have law enforcement, there is nothing you can do 
by way of law that will solve them. I think that is one of the things 
that should be pointed up here. I realize that we should not go into 
the localities and investigate judges or anybody else who is a law- 
enforcement official in those localities, as you pointed out yourself. 
But I think that should be pointed out, what I have said should be 
pointed out in connection with the purpose of this committee. 

That is to see what we should be doing in the way of legislation or 
should not be doing in that field. 

Senator Curtis. Mr. Chairman, I have just a question or two re- 
garding dates. Mr. West, when did you become the judge’s court 
officer ¢ 

Mr. West. About 1950. I don’t remember the specific date. 

Senator Curtis. Was it in the fall or early in 1950? 

Mr. West. It was just prior to his getting elected for his 8-year 
term, that he is serving now, and he got elected in 1950. I imagine 
that election was probably in September, so it was probably a month or 
two prior to that, or in November. 

Senator Curtis. You served for how long? 

Mr. West. Eighteen months. 

Senator Curtis. That would mean the balance of 1950, and all of 
1951, and then you served quite a while in 1952? 

Mr. West. Whatever the 18 months would cover; yes. 

Senator Curtis. Well, it would probably go to sometime in the 
spring of 1952 from the fall of 1950. You had a few months there, 
and the 12 months in 1951, and then somewhere in 1952? 

Mr. West. That is right. 

Senator Curtis. Now, the reason I asked that is this: I was in- 
terested in seeing how it connected up here. 

You testified that you saw a change in the way things were handled 
in reference to the attitude in regard to the prosecution of this con- 
spiracy involving certain labor people. 

I find that yesterday it was developed that the conspiracy case was 
filed on May 8, 1951, and it proceeded along. The passing of the 
checks was in July of 1951. On July 6, 1951, the case that had origi- 
nally been set for trial was set aside or delayed. Finally, on April 
5, 1952, is the date that the judge entered the order quashing the 
indictment. 

That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuamman. You were working for him all of the year 1951? 


Mr. West. Yes, sir. 
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The Cuatrman. Is there anything further ? 

Mr. Kennepy. No, Mr. Chairman. I believe this is all this witness 
has regarding this particular case, then as we develop as to why he 
left the office of Judge Schoolfield and the other matters that he has 
information on, we will not go into it at this time. 

The CuHatrman. I understand this witness has a great deal of 
other information, from what the Chair knows about it. 

It would probably not be pertinent to this particular subject mat- 
ter, and therefore we are not going into it at this time. 

Call the next witness, and thank you very much, Mr. West. 

Mr. Kennepy. The next witness I would like to call is on a dif- 
ferent matter, and the first one I would like to call is Mr. Duffy, who 
will explain a little bit of the background, and then we will call some 
witnesses who will be able to fill in with first-hand information re- 
garding this matter. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Duffy, will you come around, please, and give 
us a briefing on it. 

You have been previously sworn, Mr. Duffy, and you may proceed, 
Mr. Kennedy. 


TESTIMONY OF LaVERN J. DUFFY—Resumed 


Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Duffy, you made a study of the case of Mr. 
James Spence Galloway ¢ 

Mr. Durry. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you have prepared a chronology from the 
docket of the Hamilton County criminal court ? 

Mr. Durry. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you have a copy of that chronology in front 
of you? 

Mr. Durry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, we would like to have that chro- 
nology made a part of the record, and a copy of it has been furnished 
to members of the committee. 

The Cuatrman. Do you have a copy before you that you prepared, 
and you prepared it yourself ? 

Mr. Durry. Yes, sir, from the court records. 

The CoarrmMan. You know it is accurate 4 

Mr. Durry. Yes, sir, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrmMan. It may be made a part of the record at this 
point. 


RvuLteE Docket, HAMILTON CoUNTY CRIMINAL CourT, CHATTANOOGA, TENN. 


Docket No. 87241. State v. James Spence Galloway. Offense charged: Grand 
larceny and receiving and concealing stolen property. Indictment filed June 
16, 1953 


August 1, 1953: Case assigned for October 1, 1953, in Judge Raulston School- 
field’s court. 

October 1, 1953: Acquitted on the grand-larceny charge. Hung jury on con- 
cealment-of-stolen-property charge. 

January 26, 1954: Convicted before a jury of concealment-of-stolen-property 
charge; 3 years’ sentence. 

January 30, 1954: Galloway filed motion for new trial. 

February 8, 1954: Hearing on the motion for a new trial continued to Febru- 
ary 27, 1954. 
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February 27, 1954: Continued to March 8, 1954. 
March 8, 1954: Continued to March 15, 1954. 
March 15, 1954: Continued to April 12, 1954. 
April 12, 1954: Continued to April 17, 1954. 
April 17, 1954: Continued to May 24, 1954. 

May 24, 1954: Amended motion for a new trial; Judge Schoolfield overruled 
motion for a new trial. 

June 23, 1954: New trial granted non pro tune (as of June 5, 1954). Case 
assigned for September 29, 1954. 

September 29, 1954: Continued to October 13, 1954, for disposition. 

October 13, 1954: Plea of guilty entered on the charge of receiving and con- 
cealing stolen property ; sentenced to 3 years. 

On the same morning that Galloway petitioned the court for parole, he was 
paroled by Judge Schoolfield. 

Mr. Kennepy. The case went through the court of Judge Raulston 
Schoolfield; is that right? 

Mr. Durry. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. And a key figure in this matter is Mr. Boling? 

Mr. Durry. Mr. H. L. Boling, secretary-treasurer of teamster local] 
515 in Chattanooga. 

Mr. Kennepy. Would you feel that he was probably the key figure 
in this case / 

Mr. Durry. I would say that, Mr. Kennedy. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Boling is secretary-treasurer of what / 

Mr. Kennepy. Teamster local 515 in Chattanooga. I wanted to get 
this document in the record at this time so it could be followed as 
we go along. 

The Cuarrman. Are there any questions / 

If not, thank you very much. 

Call the next witness. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. James Spence Galloway. 

The Cuarrman. Come forward, Mr. Galloway. 

You do solemnly swear the evidence you shall give before this 
Senate select committee will be the truth, the whole truth, and noth- 
ing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Gattoway. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF JAMES SPENCE GALLOWAY 


The CuarrMan. State your name, your place of residence, and your 
business or occupation. 

Mr. Gattoway. James Spence Galloway, 201 Cherokee Boulevard, 
Chattanooga, Tenn. 

The CHarrMan. James Spence ? 

Mr. GatLtoway. James Spence Galloway. I am a service-station 
operator. 

The CuarrmMan. A what? 

Mr. GALLoway. Service-station operator. 

The CHarrMan. Do you waive counsel ? 

Mr. Gattoway. Yes. 

The CuatrmMan. Thank you. 

Go ahead, Mr. Kennedy. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Galloway, in 1953 you operated a filling station 
in the city of Chattanooga, Tenn.; is that right? 
Mr. Gattoway. That is right 
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Mr. Kennepy. You were indicted in Judge Raulston Schoolfield’s 
criminal court on June 16, 1953 ? 

Mr. Gattoway. I am not sure about the date, but it was that time, 

Mr. Kennepy. And the case was handled in Judge Raulston School- 
field’s court ? 

Mr. Gatioway. Yes. 

Mr. Krennepy. The record shows it was June 16, 1953. The charge 
was grand larceny and concealment of stolen property ? 

Mr. GatLoway. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. To get the record straight, is that the only time you 
were indicted in his court, the only case you ever had ? 

Mr. GaLttoway. Yes. 

The Cuatrman. Then it must be the case we were talking about. 

Mr. Kennepy. On October 1, 1953, that case was tried in Judge 
Schoolfield’s court ? 

Mr. Gattoway. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you were acquitted on the grand-larceny 
charge ? 

Mr. Gatioway. Right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And there was a hung jury on the concealment of 
stolen property ? 

Mr. Gattoway. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And the government decided to try the case, the 
concealment of stolen property, again, is that right, after the hung 
jury ? 

Mr. Gattoway. The who? 

Mr. Kennepy. The government, the State. 

Mr. Gatioway. The State, yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. The State government decided to move ahead ? 

Mr. Gatitoway. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. So you were tried on the concealment of stolen 
property, and on June 26, 1954, you were convicted ? 

Mr. Gattoway. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. In the State of Tennessee, as I understand it, it is 
the jury that determines the sentence; is that right ? 

Mr. Gatioway. I believe that is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And they determined a sentence of 3 years for you? 

Mr. Gatioway. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. During this period of time, did you make any ap- 
proaches to anybody to see if you could get your case handled or 
fixed or taken care of ? 

Mr. Gatioway. I made several approaches to several different peo- 
ple, yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you talk to Mr. Boling of the teamsters union? 

Mr. Gattoway. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. H. L. Boling? 

Mr. Gatioway. I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. You had some conversations with him ? 

Mr. Gatioway. I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did he tell you he would do? 

Mr. Gattoway. He said he would see what he could do to help me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Whot about Mr. Jones, did you talk to him? 

Mr. Gatioway. I did. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Who is Mr. Jones? 

Mr. Gatutoway. He is a bondsman. 

Mr. Kennepy. What is his first name / 

Mr. GaLLoway. Sam Jones. 

Mr. Kennepy. He is a bondsman in the city of Chattanooga / 

Mr. Gatitoway. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. You talked to him ? 

Mr. Gatioway. I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did he say ? 

Mr. Gattoway. He said about the same thing Mr. Boling did; he 
said he would see what he could do. 

The Cuairman. Was this after you had gotten your sentence— 
after you were tried / 

Mr. Ga.Ltoway. No. I talked to Mr. Jones before I was ever tried 
the first time. 

The Cuairman. Then when did you talk with Mr. Boling with re- 
spect to your second trial ¢ 

Mr. Gattoway. Well, it was 3 or 4trials. I don’t remember which 
one you call the second trial. 

The CruarrmMan. I call the second one the one after the first. I don’t 
know how many trials you had. You did talk to him, anyway, regard- 
ing your troubles there and your soa 

Mr. Gatioway. I did talk to him: yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. , roceed., 

Mr. Kennepy. Both of them said they would see what they could do? 

Mr. Gatuoway. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Nevertheless, on January 26, 1954, you were con- 
victed ? 

Mr. Gatioway. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you received the sentence of 3 years? 

Mr. Gatvoway. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. What were your efforts after that? You wanted to 
try to get a new trial; is that right ? 

Mr. Gattoway. My lawyer appealed for a new trial. 

Mr. Kennepy. And that is what you personally wanted, a new trial, 
and to get paroled, if possible; is th: at right ? 

Mr. Gattoway. That is what the lawyer suggested; we could get a 
new trial if we could get anything. 

Mr. KENNEDY. So ‘all your efforts were aimed at tr ving to get a new 
trial at that time / 

Mr. Gattoway. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you filed a motion for a new trial on January 
30, 19542 ' : 

Mr. GAttoway. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then on May 24, after various postponements, on 
May 24, 1954, Judge Schoolfield overruled your motion for a new trial. 
Do you remember that ? 

Mr. GaLtoway. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. That occurred: did it not ? 

Mr. Gattoway. Yes: it did. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then were you getting worried about the fact that 
you would have to go to jail for 3 years / 

Mr. Ganttoway. I had been worried from the first da Vv 


.18 27 














7464 IMPROPER ACTIVITIES IN THE LABOR FIELD 


Mr. Kennepy. You were particularly worried during the time when 
Judge Schoolfield overruled your motion; is that right ? 

Mr. Gattoway. I imagine I was; yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you go back and talk to Mr. Jones? 

Mr. Gatioway. No. I think I had already talked to Mr. Jones 
before that. 

Mr. Kennepy. So you had talked to him in between January 30 and 
May ? 

Mr. Gattoway. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Had he said anything to you at that time about 
whether he could get the case taken care of or the case fixed ? 

Mr. Gatitoway. He said he was working on it. 

Mr. Kennepy. He said he was working on it ? 

Mr. Gattoway. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. So you had a number of conversations with him? 

Mr. Gattoway. Yes; I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did he ever tell you that he had found out anything? 
Did he ever reach anything more definite? Did you have any more 
definite conversations with him other than the fact that he was 
working on it ? 

Mr. Gatitoway. Yes. Sometime in 1954. 

Mr. Kennepy. You called him or did he call you? Did Mr. Jones 
call you? 

Mr. Gatitoway. I believe I called him and he came by. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did he say to you at that time? 

Mr. Gatroway. He said that he could get the thing handled for 
$1,000. 

Mr. Kennepy. He told you at that time that he could get it handled. 
In the course of the conversation, did you discuss what handling 
meant, which was getting a new trial and getting paroled ? Is that 
what you wanted ? 

Mr. Gattoway. I don’t know if that was discussed, but that was my 
understanding. 

Mr. Kennepy. In having it handled ? 

Mr. Gattoway. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. He said that for $1,000 he felt he could get it 
handled ? 

Mr. Gatitoway. He believed he could get it handled. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you have $1,000 at that time ? 

Mr. Gatioway. No. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you go out to try to raise $1,000? 

Mr. Gatioway. I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you sell your filling station ? 

Mr. Gatioway. I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. You sold everything you had to raise the $1,000? 

Mr. Gattoway. I sold the station. I wouldn’t say I sold every- 
thing I had. Thaiwes abbut alf Thad yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. You sold your business to get the $1, 000? 

Mr. Gatitoway. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you were able to raise the $1,000 ? 

Mr. Gattoway. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. On June 10, 1954, you received a check for $1,000! 

Mr. Gatioway. I wouldn’t be sure about the date, but I got the 
check. 
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The Cuarrman. I hand you here what appears to be the original 
check for your identification, please, sir. 

(Document handed to witness. ) 

Mr. Kennepy. Is that correct ? 

Mr. Gattoway. That is right. 

The Cuairman. That check may be made exhibit 24. 

(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 24” for refer- 
ence and will be found in the appendix on p. 7509.) 

Mr. Krennepy. That check is dated June 10, 1954; is that correct? 

Mr. Gatitoway. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. Just prior to that time you had borrowed $500 from 
Mr. Penny? 

Mr. Gatioway. I did; yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. So you had the necessary money by June 10, 1954? 

Mr. Gatioway. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. This was within several weeks after you had learned 
that Judge Schoolfield had overruled your motion for a new trial? 

Mr. GAtioway. I believe you said that was in May. 

Mr. Kennepy. May 24,1954. And these conversations that you had 
with Mr. Jones about raising the $1,000 were subsequent to that ruling 
by Judge Schoolfield, were they not? 

Mr. GAttowAy. I suppose it was; yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Is that the fact 

Mr. GatLoway. I can’t remember. I wouldn’t be sure about that. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you go out to try to raise the money shortly 
after you had the conversation with Mr. Jones? 

Mr. Gattoway. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. So you raised the money starting around June 5 to 
June 10? 

Mr. Gattoway. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. So it would indicate from the facts that it was after 
Judge Schoolfield made the ruling that there would be no new trial? 

Mr. Gatioway. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. You raised the $1,000. Then did you get that $1,000 
in the form of cash? You had that $1,000 in the form of cash, did you? 

Mr. Gattoway. Yes. 


Mr. Kennepy. Did you turn the cash over to Mr. Jones ? 

Mr. GALLoway. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know approximately when you turned the 
cash over ¢ 

Mr. GAattoway. No, I sure don’t. 

Mr. Kennepy. Withina few days after you raised the money ¢ 

Mr. GAtitoway. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Sometime after June 10, 1954? 

Mr. GauLoway. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. That $1,000 was paid to Mr. Jones with the under- 
standing that he could fix this case for you; is that right ? 

Mr. Gatitoway. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And to fix the case, you understood what you wanted 
was to get a new trial ? 

Mr. Gatioway. That is right. 
Mr. Kennepy. Did you subsequently obtain a new trial ? 
Mr. Gatioway. Yes, I did. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Judge Schoolfield, on June 23, 1954, granted you a 
new trial; did he not ? 1 

Mr. Gatioway. I am not sure about the date. 

Mr. Kennepy. The record shows that on June 23, 1954, Judge 
Schoolfield overruled his earlier ruling and granted a new trial, and 
subsequently you pled guilty; did you? 

Mr. Gattoway. To the lesser char ge; yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. To the charge, and he sentenced you to 3 years in 
prison and on that very day, that same day, he paroled you; is that 

right ? 

Mr. Gattoway. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. So you got “everything that you wanted / 

Mr. Gatitoway. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. You felt that the $1,000 was well spent / 

Mr. Gatioway. I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. You paid $1,000 to get the case fixed and it was 
fixed ¢ 

Mr. Gattoway. I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. Thank you. 

The CuarrmMan. What is the connection of Boling’ Was Boling 
present when that money was paid / 

Mr. Gattoway. No, sir. 

The Cuarrman. What did you do with the money 4 

Mr. Gattoway. What did I do with the money / 

The CHarrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Gattoway. I gave it to Mr. Jones. 

The Cuarrman. Where did you go with him after you gave him the 
money ‘ 

Mr. Gatioway. I didn’t go anywhere with him. 

The CuatrMaAn. You just gave him the money ‘ 

Mr. Gatioway. Yes. 

The Cuatrman. I was trying to get what Mr. Boling had to do 
with it. 

Mr. Kennepy. We will bring that out with the next witness. 

The CuHarrman. You have other proof / 

Mr. Kennepy. Yes. 

The CHarrman. Anyway, you gave Jones the money and you got 
the results ? 

Mr. Gatitoway. That is right. 

The Cuatrman. You have been pretty happy about it, I suppose! 

Mr. Gatitoway. Well, I was happy to get out of the mess; yes. 
Anybody would have been. 

The CHatrMan. Yes. 

Senator Curtis ? 

Senator Curtis. You did know Boling / 

Mr. Gattoway. Yes. 

Senator Curtis. This labor official there / 

Mr. Gattoway. Yes. 

Senator Curtis. And he was one of the first people vou talked to 
about getting this arranged, was it not / 

Mr. Gatroway. No, sir: I wouldn't say that. 
Senator Curtis. But you did talk to him / 
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Mr. Gatioway. I did talk to him. 

Senator Curtis. That is all. 

Mr. Kennepy. Thank you very much. 

The Cuarrman. Call the next witness. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Sam Jones. 

The CHarrMAn. Come forward, Mr. Jones. 

Be sworn, please. Do you solemnly swear the evidence you shall 
give before this Senate select. committee will be the truth, the whole 
truth, and es but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Jones. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF SAM C. JONES 


The Cuamman. Mr. Jones, state your name, your place of residence, 
and your business or occupation. 

Mr. Jones My name is Sam C. Jones. I live at 115 Signal Moun- 
tain Road, and Lam a professional bondsman. 

The Cuarrman. How long have you been in the professional bonds 
business, Mr. Jones ¢ 

Mr. Jones. I would s say practically 15 years. 

The Cuamman. You make bonds for people charged with crime? 

Mr. Jones. That is right. 

The CuarrMan. You are not in the surety business, then ? 

Mr. Jonrs. No, sir. 

The Cuarman. You are a plain professional bondsman ? 

Mr. Jones. Yes. 

The CuHarrMan. Do you waive the right to counsel ? 

Mr. Jones. I do. 

The Cuarrman. Proceed, Mr. Kennedy. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Jones, do you know Mr. Spence Galloway ? 

Mr. Jones. I do. 

Mr. Kennepy. You knew or learned that Mr. Spence Galloway had 
been indicted and convicted for concealment of stolen property ? 

Mr. Jones. I do. 

Mr. Kennepy. Had he approached you during this period of time 
about getting some arrangement made for his case, getting his case 
dismissed, or getting a new trial ? 

Let me start over again. Did he have any conversations with you 
at all about his difficulty / 

Mr. Jones. Well, Mr. Spence Galloway, Bertie Walker, and Frank 
Stevens come to me one Sunday morning, and I knowed he had been 
arrested on it, and conferred with me as to who would be the best 
lawyer, and I told them who I thought would be all right. That is 
the first time I knew Mr. Galloway. 

Mr. Kennepy. He wanted you to name a good lawyer? 

Mr. Jones. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you told him who you thought would be a 
good lawyer ? 

Mr. Jones. I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you have conversations with him subsequent to 
that ? 

Mr. Jones. I did after he was convicted. 
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Mr. Kennepy. After he was convicted, you had another conversa- 
tion with him; is that right ? 

Mr. Jones. I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. At that time he wanted to get a new trial, did he? 

Mr. Jones. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And he spoke to you about that ? 

Mr. Jones. He did. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did you say? What did you tell him? 

Mr. Jones. Well, the fact was I think he was trying to get every- 
body to get him a new trial. He was seeing everybody. 

Mr. Kennepy. I want to know what you said to him, Mr. Jones, 
I don’t want to know about the fact that he talked to a lot of different 
people. That is one thing. I want to know what conversations you 
had with him. 

Mr. Jones. He come to me and wanted to know if there was any- 
thing I could do for him, and I said I would see what I could do. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did you have in mind you were going to do 
for him? 

Mr. Jones. I was going to see a party and see what could be done 
about it, to see if he could get a new trial and a parole. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you have a conversation with him subsequently? 

Mr. Jones. With who? 

Mr. Kennepy. With Mr. Galloway subsequently to that. 

Mr. Jones. After I talked with this party I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. What conversation did you have with him at that 
time? 

Mr. Jones. I told him if he could get up a thousand dollars, I told 
him I thought things would work out for him. 

Mr. Kennepy. That he would get a new trial ? 

Mr. Jones. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. This was shortly after Judge Schoolfield overruled 
his motion for a new trial ? 

Mr. Jones. That is true. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you told him that you thought you could get a 
new trial for $1,000? 

Mr. Jones. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who did you tell about this ? 

Mr. Jones. Crawford Bean. 

Mr. Kennepy. A lawyer in Chattanooga ? 

Mr. Jones. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Why had you gone to him? 

Mr. Jones. Well, me and Crawford had been in connections to- 
gether quite a bit, cases together, and I figured that he could be the 
proper man to talk about it. 

Mr. Kennepy. Why did you go to him? Why did you select him 
to go to? 

Mr. Jonrs. Well, I figured he would be the one to go to. 

Mr. Kennepy. Why? Did he have some association with anyone? 
Or why ? 

Mr. Jonzs. The lawyers want to get things like that done. 

Mr. Kennepy. Why did you select him to go to? 

Mr. Jones. You know I am not going to the judge myself and 
talk to the judge about a case like that. 
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Mr. Krennepy. You wanted somebody to talk to the judge about it? 
For you? 

Mr. Jones. I am not going to talk to the judge. I am going to 
send an attorney. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did the attorney know the judge? 

Mr. Jonss. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was he aclose associate of the judge ? 

Mr. Jones. He is. 

Mr. Kennepy. So you went to him for that reason ? 

Mr. Jones. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And he said for $1,000 he thought it could be 
arranged ? 

Mr. Jones. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. So you went back to Spence Galloway and told him 
for $1,000 you thought he could get what he wanted, you thought the 
case could be fixed ? 

Mr. Jones. That is true. 

Mr. Kennepy. So he got up $1,000? 

Mr. Jones. He did. 

Mr. Kennepy. And he got up the $1,000 in cash, did he not? 

Mr. Jones. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And that was approximately around some time after 
June 10, 1954? 

Mr. Jonrs. I don’t recall the date. But he got up $1,000, yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you then turn over that $1,000 to this lawyer 
that you mentioned ¢ 

Mr. Jones. No, sir; I did not. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did you do with the $1,000 ? 

Mr. Jones. It didn’t seem like he would get anything done. It was 
a couple of weeks, I guess it was. He called me every now and then 
and said “Well, I haven’t got nothing done yet.” He just never 
did get nothing done. 

Mr. Krennepy. Did you try to look around for different sources? 

Mr. Jones. No, sir. I didn’t try to look around. I just gave it 
up at that time. 

Mr. Kennepy. What happened subsequently ? 

Mr. Jones. Well, I was going through the courthouse, and I am 
at the courthouse every day, that is my business, and I was going 
through the courthouse one day and I met Mr. Lou Boling. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mister who? 

Mr. Jones. Mr. Lou Boling. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is the business agent of the teamsters? 

Mr. Jones. That is true. 

Mr. Kennepy. You met him in the courthouse ? 

Mr. Jones. He was standing out there, and I went through and 
he hollered at me and said “What happened to Spence Galloway’s 
cease,” and I said “Nothing. And it don’t look like nothing can be 
done about it.” : 

Mr. Kennepy. What else ? 

Mr. Jonrs. I said “And I still have $1,000 of his money, but I 
guess I will have to turn it back over to him.” 

Something came up about the judge announcing for governor that 


day. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Wait a minute. You told him you had $1,000 of 
Galloway’s money ¢ 

Mr. Jones. I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. Which was to fix this case. You told him you had 
the $1,000 with you at that time ? 

Mr. Jones. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. You had it right there in your pocket / 

Mr. Jones. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. You happened to be walking down to the court- 
house with $1,000 of Mr. Sitlowsy's money in your pocket ? 

Mr. Jones. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you met Mr. Boling by chance ? 

Mr. Jones. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you told him you had the $1,000 in your pocket. 
What did he say at that time ? 

Mr. Jones. I believe Mr. John Taylor came along and we got into 
a discussion about something about the judge going to announce for 
governor that day. 

Mr. Kennepy. Whois Mr. Taylor ? 

Mr. Jones. His court officer, John Taylor. 

Mr. Kennepy. Whose court officer ? 

Mr. Jones. Schoolfield’s. He left some time or another and then 
Mr. Boling was still standing there talking about it. And Mr. Harold 
Brown, which I didn’t know him at that time 

Mr, Kennepy. Who was Harold Brown? 

Mr. Jones. Well, he is assistant State attorney up there now. 

Mr. Kennepy. What was he at that time? 

Mr. Jones. I don’t remember what he was at that time. I didn’t 
know Mr. Brown at that time. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you know he was a special prosecutor in the 
Galloway case ? 

Mr. Jones. I didn’t know at that time. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you learn subsequently ? 

Mr. Jones. I learned maybe he was. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did Mr. Boling say he was a close associate of Judge 
School field ? 

Mr. Jones. Mr. Harold Brown ? 

Mr. Kennepy. Yes. 

Mr. Jones. I don’t know that he said he was close to Mr. School- 
field. I don’t know about that. 

Mr. Kennepy. Anyway, he came along? 

Mr. Jonrs. That is right. And Mr. Boling and Mr. Brown talked 
a little bit. 

Mr. Kennepy. What do you mean they talked a bit? Did they 
talk there in front of you ? 

Mr. Jones. They did. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did they talk about? What did you talk 
about ? 

Mr. Jones. Well, different things that they talked about there, 
and then they went off, you know. 

Mr. Kennepy. They moved to the side, Mr. Boling moved to the 
side with Mr. Brown? 

Mr. Jones. Yes. 
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Mr. Kennepy. What kind of conversation did they have? 

Mr. Jones. I don’t know what they talked about. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did they have a secret conversation then ? 

Mr. Jones. Yes. I couldn’t hear all that they was talking about. 
I don’t know what they was talking about. 

Mr. Kennepy. But they went off to the side and had a conversa- 
tion between the two of them ? 

Mr. Jones. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then they returned to you, did they ? 

Mr. Jones. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. What was said to you ? 

Mr. Jones. Mr. Brown said, “I understand you have $1,000 to do- 
nate to the governor’s campaign,” and I said, “Well, I have $1,000 
here.” 

I looked at Mr. Boling and he said, “Give Mr. Brown the money.” 

Mr. Kennepy. So you gave him the money ? 

Mr. Jones. I gave him $1,000. 

Mr. Kennepy. You gave him the $1,000 of Mr. Galloway’s. Then 
you left, that was the end of the conversation / 

Mr. Jones. I left and Mr. Brown and Mr. Boling went off together. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you learn the following day that Schoolfield 
had overruled his earlier motion of refusing to grant a new trial and 
had granted a new trial ? 

Mr. Jones. I heard he granted it in the next day or two. I don’t 
know when. 

Mr. Kennepy. So the $1,000 you thought was well spent ? 

Mr. Jones. I thought it was. 

Mr. Kennepy. You had given the $1,000 for that purpose ? 

Mr. Jones. It was for that purpose, you know. 

Mr. Kennepy. To get the new trial. You had given the $1,000 to get 
the new trial ? 

Mr. Jones. Let’s look at it this way. If any man is looking for any- 
thing, any donation to the governor or anything else, that is the way 
they get pardons. It is the same with the judge. You ain’t going to 
volunteer to get a pardon or paroled or anything without a donation. 

The CnHarrMan. Let me see a moment. 

You had $1,000 to get a new trial. That is what it was given for? 

Mr. Jones. That is right. 

The CuatrmMan. You didn’t have $1,000 to donate to anybody’s 
campaign ? 

Mr. Jones. I have done it. 

The Crarrman. I didn’t say that. That $1,000, though, wasn’t 
given to you to donate to anybody’s campaign ? 

Mr. Jones. I have donated $1,000. 

The Cuatrman. I didn’t ask you what you had done. 

Mr. Jones. I have given a lot there in Chattanooga. 

The CuarrMan. I am talking about that $1,000 that you had from 
Galloway was given to you for one purpose, and that was to get a 
new trial. He wasn’t concerned about who was elected governor at 
the moment he gave it to you; was he? 

Mr. Jones. No. 

(At this point Senator Ives left the hearing room. ) 

The CHAIRMAN. So it was given to you to get a new trial ? 
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Mr. Jones. 
at that time. 

The Cuarrman. So it wasn’t a campaign contribution when it was 
given to you? 

Mr. Jones. At that time it was mentioned about him running. 

The Cuarrman. At the time it was given to you it was not a cam- 
paign contribution ? 

Mr. Jones. When Galloway gave it to me it wasn’t. 

The CuarrmMan. When you gave it there, as a campaign contribu- 
tion, you gave it under the impression that you were going to get a 
new trial for this man, is that true? 

Mr. Jones. I didn’t guarantee him I would get him one, but I 
thought I could. 

The Cuarman. That is right. 

Mr. Jones. Through the word 

The CuHarrman. Just a moment. Let’s be factual about it. You 
thought at the time you gave that money to Brown at Boling’s sug- 
gestion that you were going to get a new trial for the man? 

Mr. Jones. That is true. 

The CuHarrman. You wouldn’t have given it otherwise ? 

Mr. Jonges. No, I 

The Cuarrman. Not that money. You might have given your own, 
but you wouldn’t have given that $1,000 in a campaign fund, unless 
you thought you were going to get a new trial ? 

Mr. Jones. I thought that he would get results on that $1,000. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Jones. That’s right. 

The Cuatrman. You thought you were getting results? 

Mr. Jones. That is right. 

The Cuatrrman. And you were right in that thought, were you 
not ? 

Mr. Jones. Well, I thought I was. 

The Cuairman. You thought so, and you proved to be right in it. 
You did get results 2 or 3 days later, is that not a fact ? 

Mr. Jones. That is right. 

The CuarrMan. One day later ? 

Mr. Jones. That is right. 

I don’t remember what day it was. I know it was shortly after 
then. 

The Cuarrman. Yes. But anyhow, you had no authority to give 
it as a campaign contribution as suc h, but you did have authority to 
use it to get a new trial ? 

Mr. Jones. That is the way a lot 

The Cuarrman. Whether you put it under campaign contributions 
or whether you 

Mr. Jones. That is the way a lot of them get it, a pardon, parole 
and a lot of them. 

The Cuarrman. I am not talking about a lot. I am talking about 
what happened here. You gave it, as you said here, as a campaign 
contribution, but you gave it for the purpose of getting the man a 
new trial ? 

Mr. Jones. That is right. 
The Cuarrman. All right. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, I might say that the reason we know 
it was the following day is from the newspaper, the Chattanooga News 
Free Press, announced on June 22 that Schoolfield was going to run 
for the governorship, and that is the time they had this conversation. 
That was an afternoon newspaper. That was the day, according to 
this witness’ testimony, that they had the conversation about giving 
the $1,000, and you could see from the chronology that Judge School- 
field granted a new trial on June 28, which, of course, was the follow- 
ing di: Ly. 

The Cuareman. Allright. 

Senator Curtis. Mr. Chairman? 

The Cuairman. Senator Curtis. 

Senator Curtis. Mr. Jones, how did you arrive at the figure of 
$1,000 as being the amount or near the amount that would be needed 
to get a new trial? 

Mr. Jonns. Well, that is what this lawyer told me. Mr. Bean 

Senator Curtis. Which lawyer ? 

Mr. Jones. Mr. Crawford Bean. 

Senator Curtis. Mister who? 

Mr. Jones. Mr. Crawford Bean. 

Senator Curtis. And he is the man that didn’t get anything done? 

Mr. Jones. That’s right. 

Senator Curtis. Do you know if he ever talked to the judge? 

Mr. Jones. I don’t know whether he ever did or not. 

Senator Curtis. When Mr. Boling spoke to you in the courthouse 
that day, did his remarks indicate that he knew something about the 
Galloway case ? . 

Mr. Jones. I think he did. He and Mr. Brown, I think, are pretty 
close friends about it, everything about it, and I think he did. 

Senator Curtis. Did Boling and Brown accompany the judge when 
he went out and campaigned for governor ? 

Mr. Jones. I don’t know as Mr. Brown ever did, but I know Mr. 
Boling did. 

Senator Curtis. Boling did? 

Mr. Jones. When he went out to campaign, he did, and I also did. 

Senator Curtis. Boling was with the judge quite a little? 

Mr. Jones. Yes, sir : when he was running for governor, yes, sir. 

Senator Curtis. Was he with him other times, before he ran for 
governor ¢ 

Mr. Jones. Well, I couldn’t say that he was. I have seen him in 
his courtroom, but I never could say he had been with him other than 
that. But I know the truth is, when he was on his campaign, making 
speeches, Boling was along, and I also was along on a lot of occasions. 

Senator Curtis. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, I just want to ask one question and 
summarize the facts. 

When Brown walked by, did Boling say to you, after you discussed 
the fact that you had the $1,000 in your pocket, didn’t he say to you at 
that time, “There’s someone who can help you on this deal,” or words 
to that effect ? 

Mr. Jones. He said there was someone who could pull a deal like 
that, or something; yes. 
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Mr. Kennepy. He said there was someone who looked like they 
could bring this sort of a deal through ? 

Mr. Jones. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. I want to see if this summarizes what you told us; 
that you told Spence Galloway that he could get a new tr ial and parole 
for $1,000 or, in substance, could fix the case ? 

Mr. Jones. I told him that; ; yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is No. 1. When you met with Mr. Boling, he 
asked you a question as to how Spence Galloway was doing? 

Mr. Jones. That is right. 

Mr. Kenney. At that time, you told him that it didn’t seem to be 
going too well, this is the third fact, but that you had $1,000 of Spence 
Galloway’s money for the purpose of getting a new trial and getting 
a parole? 

Mr. Jonrs. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is fact No. 3. You told him that you had this 
$1,000 of Galloway’s money in your pocket; is that right? 

Mr. Jones. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then he pointed to Brown and said, “There is some- 
one who can help you on the deal,” or words to that effect ? 

Mr. Jones. I don’t know whether he directly pointed to Brown or 
not, but anyhow he said, “I think we will see what we can work on it.” 

Mr. Kennepy. When Boling came by, didn’t he say there is 
someone / 

Mr. Jones. He said, “Let me see Mr. Brown.” 

Mr. Kennepy. All right. Then Brown and Boling had a secret 
conversation after that, away from you; isn’t that right ? 

Mr. Jongs. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is the next fact. Then he came back and 
Brown said to you, “I understand you have $1,000 for the governor’s 
campaign” ¢ 

Mr. Jones. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. You turned to Boling, and Boling knew that this 
$1,000 was to fix this case, and you turned to Boling and he said, “Give 
him the money” ? 

Mr. Jonrs. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. You gave him the money. That is the next fact, 
and the next fact is that there was granted a new trial, on the following 
day, granted by the judge? 

Mr. Jones. I think it was the next day. 

Mr. Kennepy. And, subsequently, Mr. Galloway was paroled ? 

Mr. Jones. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. Is there anything further / 

Mr. Kennepy. That is all. 

The Cuatrman. Thank you very much. 

Call the next witness. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Brown. 

The CuHarrman. You do solemnly swear that the evidence you shall 
give before this Senate select committee shall be the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Brown. I do. 
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TESTIMONY OF HAROLD E. BROWN 


The CuarrMan. State your name, your place of residence, and your 
business or occupation. 

Mr. Brown. Harold E. Brown, 4915 Greenview Drive, Chattanooga, 
Tenn. I am an attorney, presently assistant district attorney general 
for the Sixth Judicial Circuit of Tennessee. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you very much. You waive counsel? 

Mr. Brown. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Kennedy, proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. What have you oe doing since 1946, roughly? I 
don’t want the names of all of the companies, but the general kind 
of work. 

Mr. Brown. I came back from the Navy in 1946, and I went back 
into the police department where I had been prior to entering the 
Navy, and during that year and during 1947 I was assigned to the 
racket squad. We arrested certain people that we were not supposed 
to, and we were taken off and put in uniform. I took a leave of 
absence from the police department to conduct studies in school. I 
went to law school and then worked as a terminal manager in the 
daytime. 

Mr. Kennepy. Where were you serving in the police department ? 

Mr. Brown. In the city of Chattanooga, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You were with various trucking companies, then? 

Mr. Brown. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. For what period of time were you with trucking 
companies ¢ 

Mr. Brown. From 1947 until 1956, March of 1956, when I went into 
the attorney general’s office as an assistant. 

Mr. Kennepy. During that period of time, did you make the ac- 
quaintance of Mr. Boling, of the teamsters union ? 

Mr. Brown. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. When did you first meet him ? 

Mr. Brown. Well, when I first went back in the trucking business, 
I was selected on the operators committee to negotiate contracts, union 
contracts, citywide contracts, and Mr. Boling was on the negotiating 
committee for the union at that time. 

Mr. Kennepy. So you got to know him at that time ? 

Mr. Brown. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You have known him since that time? 

Mr. Brown, Thave. 

Mr. Kennepy. I don’t know whether Mr. Brown wants counsel. 

You had counsel when I talked to you before. 

Mr. Brown. That was my law partner and he was in Washington 
on other business. 

Mr. KennNepy. You do not need counsel now ? 

Mr. Brown. No. 

Mr. Kennepy. You have known him for a number of years. Were 
you connected with the attorney general’s office in 1954? 

Mr. Brown. No, sir. 

_Mr. Kennepy. Did you do any work on the case of Mr. Spence 
Galloway ? 
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Mr. Brown. I was hired as a special prosecutor by the Hoover 
Motor Express, Inc. 

Mr. Kennepy. When was that? 

Mr. Brown. The exact date I don’t know, but is was in regard to 
Mr. _Galloway’s case and Mr. Galloway w as charged with the theft 
of cigars from the Hoover Motor Express, which is an interstate ship- 
ment and I was hired by the company to act as a special prosecutor 
in that case. 

We tried the case once, and I might explain at this time in Ten- 
nessee a special prosecutor can be hired by interested parties, upon 
approval of the attorney general’s office, w hich is a common occurrence, 

Wetried Mr. Galloway the first time and the FBI was the party who 
secured the stolen merchandise in a garage behind the house being 
rented by Mr. Galloway and some lodge. They brought the evidence 
to the State or the city and, of course, the city instituted the legal 
proceedings and it went through the regul: ar gauntlet, through the 
grand jury and we came into cr iminal court and we tried Mr. Galloway 
the first time and the jury acquitted him on a larceny charge. 

The indictment carried a second count of receiving and concealing, 
and the jury was hung on the receiving and conce: aling count and the 
judge ordered a mistri: ial in the case. 

It was subsequently tried again and I don’t know the exact time, 
at which time I again prosecuted Mr. Galloway, in conjunction with 

my law partner at that time, Mr. Vandergrier. We were also asso- 
ciated with Mr. Woolsey, assistant attorney general at that time, 
assigned to Judge Schoolfield’s court. 

We obtained a conviction of Mr. Galloway and the jury set the 
sentence at 3 years for receiving and concealing merchandise in 
excess of the value of $60. 

Mr. Kennepvy. Did he serve that time? 

Mr. Brown. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. What happened ? 

Mr. Brown. There was a motion, or the court allows so many 
days for the attorneys to file a motion for a new trial. This motion 
was filed and we resisted it. I say “we” but I was there at that 
time and the attorney general’s office was represented. 

The motion for a new trial was denied. Later on, I was not 
present when the motion for a new trial was granted and the parole 
granted on the same date, I believe the record shows, the same date 
that the motion for the new trial was entered and Mr. Galloway 
was granted a new trial and the same day he was allowed to plead 
euilty to virtually the same offense and received, I believe, the same 
sentence, 3 years in the penitentiary and he was paroled. 

Mr. Kennepy. All on the same day ? 

Mr. Brown. I believe the record shows that. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, have you known Judge Schoolfield, who was 
the judge in this case? 

Mr. Brown. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Had you known him for a long period of time! 

Mr. Brown. I have known Judge Schoolfield, or I had known of 
him when I was in the police department and I had known him since 
he assumed the judgeship in 1948. 

Mr. Kennepy. Had you worked on any of his campaigns? 
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Mr. Brown. You say, “worked on his campaign.” As a citizen 
I voted for him and I did ask other people to vote for him. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you active in any of his campaigns? 

Mr. Brown. On one occasion when he ran for governor, I made, 
with Mr. John Taylor, who was his court officer at that time and 
his wife and my wife and myself, I believe it was one Saturday, 
made a trip to two small towns in upper Tennessee. 

Mr. Kennepy. What year was this? 

Mr. Brown. I really couldn’t say. It was the year he ran for 
governor. 

Mr. Kennepy. In 1954. 

Mr. Brown. I presume that is so. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you helped him in his campaign in 1948 when 
he was running for judge? 

Mr. Brown. Like I say, the only thing I helped him then on, was 
just by voting for him and asking other people to. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did he ever appoint you to any position ? 

Mr. Brown. He appointed me in 1950 to the position of foreman 
of the grand jury. 

Mr. Krennepy. In 1950 you also were somewhat active in his cam- 
paign, or you participated in his ¢ ampaign in 1948 and 1950 and he 
appointed you as foreman of the grand j jury in 1950. 

Mr. Brown. I believe it was 19: 05 yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. In 1954, you also were somewhat active in his cam- 
paign ¢ 

Mr. Brown. Well, very little. 

Mr. Kennepy. Just making two speeches ? 

Mr. Brown. Making two speeches; yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you raise any money for him in these campaigns? 

Mr. Brown. I never raised any money for Judge Schoolfield in a 
campaign at all. The company I was connected with gave Judge 
Schoolfield, I believe, $200. 

Mr. Kennepy. You never raised any money yourself? 

Mr. Brown. No, sir; I did not, except the $1,000 that Mr. Jones has 
testified to here that he contributed to his campaign and I did take the 
$1,000 and gave it to Judge Schoolfield. 

Mr. Kennepy. When our investigators first talked to you, they asked 
you about that $1,000 and you said that the $1,000 was offered to you 
but you refused to accept it, and you told Jones that if he had any 
money to give to the judge, he would have to give it to him, himself. 
Isn’t that correct ? 

Mr. Brown. I might explain that. 

Mr. Kennepy. Just tell me if that is correct and then you can ex- 
plain it. 

Mr. Brown. I don’t think it is fair the way you put it in that manner. 
I think that I should be entitled to an explanation. 

Mr. Kennepy. All right. 

The Carman. Answer the question and you may explain it, and 
the Chair will grant you that opportunity. The question is, did you 

say to the investigators that you did not accept the money and that 
you told him if he wanted to give any money to Judge Schoolfield’s 
campaign, to give it tohim direct. Isthat correct ? 
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Mr. Brown. Now, Mr. Chairman, roughly I would say that that is 
correct. 

The Cuarrman. You said roughly it is correct and now, make your 
explanation. 

Mr. Brown. Thank you. Mr. Duffy came to our office and he was 
accompanied by Mr. McShane. He talked to me regarding the Spence 
Galloway case and I explained to him at that time—and I don’t re- 
member the date and I was in the courthouse and as I came up the 
steps from the basement to the first floor, I ran into Mr. Boling. 

Mr. Boling asked me if I thought there was any way they ‘could 
help Spence ‘Galloway and that he had gone to school with Spence 
Galloway. And I said, “Boling, as far as I am concerned, I can’t 
help Mr, Galloway. I prosec uted him and there are a lot of people 
in town interested in him.” 

I might state at this time that in Mr. Galloway’s file there was 10 
or 15 prominent people in Chattanooga who testified as character 
witnesses in his behalf, 1 of whom was Mrs. Sherrill, now Mrs. Brad- 
ing, who was the circuit court clerk in the county. 

I told Mr. Boling that as a matter of parole, that was strictly up 
to the attorney general’s office and that I was not going to take any 
part in it whatsoever. 

While I was standing there talking to Mr. Boling, Mr. Sam Jones 
came over and Mr. Boling introduced me to Sam Jones. It was the 
first time I had ever met him. Someone brought up the subject that 
Judge Schoolfield was going to run for governor. I told him I under- 
stood he was and Mr. Jones said, “I have got $1,000 I want to con- 
tribute to his campaign.” 

At this point, Mr. Duffy said, “Did you take the money to Judge 
Schoolfield?” And I said, “As best I can remember, I did not.” And 
Mr. Duffy said, “Do you categorically deny that you got the money 
And I said, “I categorically deny that I got the money; yes, sir. 

He said, “Well, did you take nen money to Judge Se hoolfield?” I 
said, “At this time I would not say,” but I said, “at this time I don’t 
know for sure.” But he said, “W all, you deny, do you, that you took 
it to Judge Schoolfield?” And I said, “Yes, sir; at this time I will 
deny that ‘T took it to Judge Schoolfield.’ 

The Cuatrman. Now, you have since refreshed your memory ? 

Mr. Brown. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrMan. Tell us what actually occurred. 

Mr. Brown. All right, sir. When the subpenas were issued for the 
first time in November, I ran into Mr. Boling and Mr. Jones and they 
asked me, had I been subpenaed and I told them, “Yes,” and I said, 
“There is one thing I would like to refresh my memory on. _ I re- 
member something being said about Judge Schoolfield’s campaign 
and, Sam, you said you ‘had $1,000 that you wanted to contribute,” 
and I said, “I don’t know whether you took the money, or I was under 
the impression that you took the money in there.” 

And Sam Jones and Mr. Boling said, “No, you took the money in 
and gave it to Judge Schoolfield.” 

Mr. Duffy contacted me a short time later and asked me to come 
to the Reed House, which is a hotel in Chattanooga and I went down 
and met him. As soon as I saw him in the room I told him that I 
had had a chance to refresh my memory and I wanted to clear up the 
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statement as to the money, who carried the money, and I told him I 
arried the money to Judge Schoolfield and Mr. Boling went with me 
in there. 

At that time court was hot in session and Judge Schoolfield was 
standing in the door or there were people in his office or his chambers 
and he came to the door and I gave him the money and told him at that 
time that it was a contribution from Mr. Sam Jones. 

As to what had transpired between Sam Jones’ lawyer that he talks 
about and the judge, I have no idea. Mr. Galloway’s name never was 
mentioned to me by Sam Jones or in connection with the $1,000 in 
any Way. 

The Cuairman. Do you know what happened that caused this case 
then to be handled as it was the next day ¢ 

Mr. Brown. No, sir; I don’t. 

The Cuairman, It is kind of a strange coincidence, you will agree 
with that asa lawyer; will you not ? 

Mr. Brown. We 11, yes, sir. 

The CHairmMan. It is quite strange. 

Mr. Brown. Quite strange, but by the same token it is quite strange, 
I would assume, that a total stranger would walk up to another total 
stranger and say, “Here is $1,000. Will you intercede in someone’s 
behalf ” 

The CuairmMan. I do not know. 

Mr. Brown. Like I say, I don’t know the background or how it 
was used. The only thing I know was my part in it. Mr. Duffy, as 
I stated when I told him this on Friday, 1 believe it was Frid Ly said, 
“Would you be willing to sign an affidavit?” and I said, “Yes,” and 
he said, “Will you meet me in the Federal Building in the morning?” 
and I said, “Yes.” 

Then Mr. McShane called and told me that Mr. Duffy had to go 
out of town and they would get in touch with me the first of the next 
week, I went to the Federal “Building and talked to Mr. Duffy again 
and repeated the same story and Mr. Dutfy became quite enraged “and 
told me I would have to make up my mind whose side I was on. 

I told him that I was not on anybody’s side and that. I was there 
to tell strictly the truth and I didn’t care who it hurt and who it 
helped. 

Mr. Kennepy. We went through this once with you and as he 
explained to you and said to you, it was a question of being on the 
side of truth or against the truth and he had talked to you first. 

Mr. Brown. He said nothing about that—will you allow me to 
answer ? 

Mr. Kennepy. You have made a number of statements here that 
are not in accordance with the facts. 

The CuarrMan. Let me seenow. The witness is under oath. 

Mr. Brown. That is right. 

The CuHairMan. You, being a lawyer, I do not have to suggest to 
you the state of facts. 

Mr. Kennepy. Let us get down to what occurred. Did you or did 
you not tell Mr. Duffy that you refused to take the money and that if 
Mr. Jones wanted to make this contribution that he would have to 
make it to the judge himself ? 
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You can say it in 5 or 7 or 10 paragraphs, Mr. Brown, but that is 
what it comes down to. You told him that you could not accept the 
money and if he wanted to give the money he would have to take it 
in to the judge himself. You have said a lot of words here, but that 
is what it comes down to. 

Mr. Brown. The first time I talked to him I said when he offered the 
$1,000 I told him to take it in there and Sam s¢ aid 

Mr. Kennepy. You answer the question, Mr. Brown. You did not 

say that. Didn’t you tell Mr. Duffy that you would not take the 
$1,000 and that if Mr. Jones wanted to give $1,000 to the judge, he 
would have to take it in there himself? You did not have anything 
to do with it ? 

Mr. Brown. I may have at that time, like I told you, Mr. Kennedy. 

The Cuarrman. Now, you admit at that time that you did state 
that ? 

Mr. Brown. He asked me, sir, did I categorically deny I got the 
money and I told him I certainly categorically denied I got the money. 

Mr. Kennepy. That would never be a question. 

Mr. Brown. Would you allow me the privilege of answering ? 

Mr. Kennepy. Try to answer the question. 

Mr. Brown. I am addressing my remarks to the chairman, if I may. 

The Cuarrman. Proceed. 

Mr. Brown. At that time I told him that it was hazy in my memory 
and I didn’t know. And he said, “Well, do you deny you took it?” 
and I said, “At this time I will deny that I took it.’ 

The Cuarrman. The first time you were contacted you denied that 
you took the money to Judge Schoolfield, period 2 

Mr. Brown. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Now, you have made your explanation. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, you say that you were first discussing this with 
Mr. Boling, and he brought up the question of Galloway’s case ? 

Mr. Brown. When I walked up to Mr. Boling he said, was there 
any way to help Spence Galloway and he had gone to school with 
Spence Galloway. 

Mr. Kennepy. So that was on the day you met in the courthouse; 
is that right ? 

Mr. Brown. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Subsequently you had a conversation and Mr. Sam 
Jones came over and gave you $1,000 for the judge; is that right ? 

Mr. Brown. Sam Jones came over and he was down the hall or by 
the hall and he came over and Mr. Boling introduced him to me and 
one of them made the statement that they understood Judge School- 
field was going to announce for governor and he had $1,000 and he 
said, “I want to contribute to his campaign.’ 

The Cuarrman. Let me see. You had just had a conversation with 
Boling about Spence Galloway’s case ? 

Mr. Brown. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Spence Galloway’s case? 

Mr. Brown. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. So then Boling brings over Sam Jones to you and 
he introduces him ¢ 

Mr. Brown. That is right. 
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The Cuarrman. And Sam Jones said, “I have got $1,000,” or some- 
body said that he had $1,000 for the judge’ s campaign. 

Mr. Brown. That is right ; yes, sir. 

The Cratrman. Now, Boling had been talking to you about Spence 
Galloway’s case, just before that ? 

Mr. Brown. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And you get the money. 

Mr. Brown. Yes, sir; he gave me $1,000 for the judge’s campaign. 

The Cuamman. And you 1 took it to Judge Schoolfield ¢ 

Mr. Brown. I took it and gave it to him right then. 

The Cuamman, And the next day Spence Galloway got the release 
he wanted. 

Mr. Brown. Now, Mr. Chairman, I could not say what date it was. 
[ know I was not notified when the hearing came on. 

The CHamm ch It was the next day I think the record shows. 

Mr. Brown. I didn’t even know what date it was that I talked to 
him. 

The Cuarrman. Let us say either the next day or promptly there- 
after he got the relief he wanted. 

Mr. Brown. That is possible, and I couldn’t say. 

Mr. Krennepy. Now, had you known Mr. Sam Jones for a long time? 

Mr. Brown. I had never met Sam Jones in my life. 

Mr. Kennepy. But here a man comes and just meets you in the 
hallway and gives you $1,000 in cash. 

Mr. Brown. With the explanation it was for the judge’s campaign, 
and I assumed I would do the same thing for the Senator or anyone 
else. If he had $1,000 for him, I would take it in there and give it to 
him. 

The Cuatrman. I doubt that, and let us not talk about the Senator 
now. I have never received any money from him. 

Mr. Brown. I meant no disrespect. 

The Cuatrman. I do not think that you did. We will keep on the 
issue here. I do not run for office in Tennessee, you know. 

Mr. Brown. No, sir. 

Senator Curris. What did you say to the judge when you gave 
him the $1,000? 

Mr. Brown. I said, “Here is $1,000 that Sam Jones wants to con- 
tribute to your campaign.” 

Senator Curtis. What kind of money was it in ? 

Mr. Brown. That, sir, I couldn’t tell you. It was in cash, but I 
couldn’t tell you the denominations, and I did not count it, and Mr. 
Jones said there was $1,000 there, and I told the judge it was $1,000. 

Senator Curtis. Was it in an envelope? 

Mr. Brown. No, sir. 

Senator Curtis. Then you know whether it was small bills or large 
bills. 

Mr. Brown. I don’t remember, sir. 

Senator Curtis. Now, you would remember if it was a $1,000 bill, 
would you not ? 

Mr. Brown. It wasn’t one bill. It was several bills. I remember 
that. 

Senator Curtis. Quite a number of bills? 
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Mr. Brown. To the best of my memory, yes, sir. 
Senator Curtis. So it was small bills. 
Mr. Brown. I couldn’t say, sir, whether it was all small or how it 
was. Like I stated there were sever al bills, and I didn’t count it. 

Senator Curtis. What did you say to the judge ? 

Mr. Brown. I said, “Here is $1,000 that Sam Jones wants to con- 
tribute to your campaign.” 

Senator Curtis. How long were you in there ? 

Mr. Brown. I would say approximately 3 or 4 minutes. 

Senator Curtis. Who was with you ? 

Mr. Brown. Mr. Boling. 

Senator Curtis. Mr. Boling was there at the same time? 

Mr. Brown. Yes, sir. 

Senator Curtis. This was the man who that same day had asked 
what could be done about the Galloway case ? 

Mr. Brown. Yes, sir; he had asked me, could I help Spence Gallo- 
way. 

Senator Curtis. And he went in with you? 

Mr. Brown. Yes, sir. 

Senator Curtis. And Jones did not go in? 

Mr. Brown. No, sir. 

Senator Curtis. Well, now, what else was said during the 3 or 4 
minutes ? 

Mr. Brown. We were in there, and that was, after I refreshed my 
memory, the thing that I remembered was Mr. Boling said, “Judge, 
here is $100 that I want to contribute to your campaign,” and he gave 
it to him. 

Senator Curtis. In addition to the $1,000 ? 

Mr. Brown. Yes, sir. 

Senator Curtis. Did you report to Jones what you did with his 
money ¢ 

Mr. Brown. No, sir. 

Senator Curtts. Did you bring him a receipt ? 

Mr. Brown. No,sir. 

Senator Curtis. Well now, did you report anything about this to 
your employer, the individual who hired you as a spec ‘ial prosecutor ? 

Mr. Brown. As best I can remember, I was hired by the local agency 
of the Hoover Motor Express, Mr. Bill Ship. As best I remember, it 
seems that Mr. Ship is the one that told me that he was paroled, as 
best I can recall. I was out of town at the time, Senator. 

Senator Curtis. I want to get a few dates straight here. Is it true 
that the date is June 23, 1954, when the judge entered a non pro tune 
order granting a new trial ? 

Mr. Brown. Whatever figures you have before you, Senator, I 
assume are correct. I couldn’t say. 

Senator Curtis. And he assigned the case for September 29 fol- 
lowing ? 

Mr. Brown. Iam afraid I don’t understand, sir. 

Senator Curtis. Well, this synopsis here says that on June 23 the 
new trial was granted, a non pro tunc order. That means effective as 
of the previous June 5. The case was assigned for September 29. 
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Mr. Brown. I am sorry, sir, I don’t have those figures available and 
I don’t know whether that is true or not. 

Senator Curtis. Then, on September 29 the case was continued to 
October 13, is that correct ? 

Mr. Brown. I don’t know, sir. 

Senator Curris. And on October 13 is when he made his plea of 
guilty and sentence was pronounced and I assume the sentence was 
suspended when he was paroled. Which day was it that you were not 
present? Was it on June 23 when the new trial was granted ? 

Mr. Brown. I was not present when the new trial was granted and 
I was under the impression from the record, when Mr. Duffy had it 
there, that the petition for parole was assigned the same day. 

Senator Curtis. Were you present on September 29 when the case 

vas continued to October 13 4 

Mr. Brown. I don’t believe so. 

Senator Curtis. Were you present on October 13 when the plea of 
guilty was entered ? 

Mr. Brown. No, sir. 

Senator Curtis. At what point did you terminate your employment 
as special prosecutor and when did you advise your clients? 

Mr. Brown. When we obtained a conviction in the second case and 
my client was present or their agency was at the time the conviction 
was gotten. I believe as best I can remember that I was present when 
the motion for a new trial was heard and denied the first time. And 
the best I can remember, that is the last time I was present. 

Senator Curtis. I did not ask you that. When did you terminate 
your employment ? 

Mr. Brown. I terminated my employment upon conviction of Mr. 
Galloway. 

Senator Curtis. You were not a special prosecutor until the case 
was finally disposed of ? 

Mr. Brown. No, sir. Those matters are usually handled in Ten- 
nessee, Senator, by the attorney general’s office. It is a matter be- 
tween the attorney general’s office and the court. 

Senator Curtis. What matters? 

Mr. Brown. Paroles and new trials, and the general matters. 

Senator Curtis. But when a new trial is granted, would your em- 
ployment not continue on ? 

Mr. Brown. No, sir; I believe at that time, if it was that long, I am 
almost sure I had received my fee and as I stated those are matters to 
be handled by the attorney general’s office and usually a special prose- 
cutor is terminated. 

Senator Curtis. How long did you talk to Mr. Boling concerning 
the Galloway case? 

Mr. Brown. Just those words were said, Senator, that I have told 
you here. 

Senator Curtis. How long did you talk to him? 

Mr. Brown. I would say approximately 1 minute or 2 minutes. 
That is about as long as it would take, was there any way to help 
Spence Galloway, that he had gone to school with him. 

Senator Curtis. And you did not know Jones before ? 

Mr. Brown. No, sir. 
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Senator Curtis. Had you ever seen him before ? 

Mr. Brown. Yes, sir. 

Senator Curtis. You knew who he was? 

Mr. Brown. Well, I only knew he was a bondsman, that is all. 
When I was with the city in the police department, I saw a lot of bonds- 
men and I didn’t know actually, that that was his name and I had seen 
him around the city jail. 

Senator Curtis. But you knew he was a professional bondsman ? 

Mr. Brown. Yes, sir. 

Senator Curtis. Which means that he makes his livelihood out of 
proceedings around the court ¢ 

Mr. Brown. Yes, sir. 

Senator Curtis. And you knew that if he was going to make a con- 
tribution to the judge out of his own money he would take it in himself, 
did you not? 

Mr. Brown. I did not know that, no, sir. 

Senator Curtis. I think it is quite evident that he would. 

Mr. Brown. That isaconclusion, sir, and I couldn’t say. 

Senator Curtis. But you were in the judge’s chambers 3 or 4 
minutes ? 

Mr. Brown. I would say aproximately that long; yes, sir. 

Senator Curtis. And Boling was with you? 

Mr. Brown. Yes. 

Senator Curtis. Did anyone say anything or mention Galloway’s 
name in there ¢ 

Mr. Brown. No, sir. 

Senator Curtis. Did you ever hear the Galloway case discussed by 
either Mr. Boling or the judge at any time thereafter ? 

Mr. Brown. No, sir. 

Senator Curtis. Never, on any occasion ? 

Mr. Brown. No, sir. 

Senator Curtis. And it is still your recollection that a new trial was 
granted and the plea received and the case disposed of in 1 day? 

Mr. Brown. That was my recollection, Senator. As best I remem- 
ber Mr. Duffy got those records out of the court clerk’s office and we 
went over them and I was under the impression that all of that hap- 
pened the same day. I could be entirely wrong about that. 

Senator Curtis. Did you and Boling leave the judge’s office at the 
same time ? 

Mr. Brown. As best I remember it, I would not say about that. I 
really don’t know how we walked out or whether he went in at the same 
time I did or whether he stayed. 

Senator Curtis. You do not know whether Boling was with you 
when you came out ? 

Mr. Brown. No, sir; I would not definitely say either way and I 
wouldn’t say he was or he wasn’t. 

Senator Curtis. Where was Jones when you came out ? 

Mr. Brown. Jones was gone. That is, I didn’t see him in the 
corridor. 

Senator Curtis. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 
Mr. Kennepy. I would like to ask a few questions. 
The Cuatrman. Proceed. 
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Mr. Kennepy. As I understand it, you had been for a number of 
years a close associate of Judge Schoolfield ? 

Mr. Brown. I was a good friend, yes, sir, of Judge Schoolfield. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you had this statement made by Mr. Boling out- 
side the courthouse, or in the courthouse, or in the courthouse during 
that day, could anything be done for Galloway. 

Mr. Brown. Mr. Boling asked me that. 

Mr. Kennepy. And Mr. Jones testified that you then came up to him 
after this conversation that you had with Mr. Boling and you then 
came up to him and said, “I understand you have $1,000 to give to the 
governor’s campaign.” 

Mr. Brown. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You did not say that ? 

Mr. Brown. I don’t recollect anything like that. Just as I have 
told you, Mr. Jones came over. 

Mr. Kennepy. There is no reason for him to say that at all and it 
would be much easier for him to say something contrary or say the 
same thing that you did, that he had $1,000 to give, but he tare you 
came over to him after this conversation, that you came over to him 
and said, “I understand you have $1,000 to give to the judge’s cam- 
paign.” 

Mr. Brown. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Jones is wrong on that ? 

Mr. Brown. He is mistaken; yes, sir. 

(Members present at this point were Senators McClellan and 
Curtis.) 

Mr. Kennepy. But you did get the $1,000? 

Mr. Brown. I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. You got $1,000 in cash? 

Mr. Brown. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. You had never gotten $1,000 in cash from anybody 
else ? 

Mr. Brown. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You never saw Mr. Jones before ? 

Mr. Brown. I wouldn’t say I had never seen him. 

Mr. Kennepy. All right; you did not know Mr. Jones? 

Mr. Brown. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you have any explanation why Mr. Jones would 
not bring that money in and give it to the judge himself? 

Mr. Brown. I think Mr. Jones would be the proper person to answer 
that. 
Mr. Kennepy. I am asking you. Do you have any explanation? 

Mr. Brown. No, Mr. Kennedy. Iam not a mindreader. 

Mr. Kennepy. You took the $1,000 and gave it to the judge ? 

Mr. Brown. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is, despite the fact that when we asked you first, 
you said you had not done so. You now say you had done so. 

Mr. Brown. I cleared that matter up with Mr. Duffy the next time 
I saw him. 

Mr. Kennepy. The $1,000 was originally paid by Mr. Galloway to 
fix the case ? 

Mr. Brown. I couldn’t tell you that. 
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Mr. Kennepy. The $1,000 was paid to an intermediary to fix the 
case. That $1,000, according to Mr. Jones’ own testimony, was given 
to you in order to fix the case. 

Mr. Brown. Mr. Jones’ testimony was not to that effect, as I re- 
member it—that he gave it to me to fix the case. 

Mr. Krennepy. For the money to be passed on to the judge in order 
to fix this case. 

Mr. Brown. He said that he gave me the money to pass it on to 
the judge, but he also stated, I believe under oath, and told, if you 
will remember, Mr. Kennedy, that he had had a conver sation with 
some lawyer about fixing n case. 

He certainly had no conversation with me about fixing a case. 

Mr. Kennepy. I am telling you what the record shows. The $1,000 
was given to you, that you say you then passed it on to the judge, and 
the following day the result that the $1,000 was paid for was accom- 
plished. 

Mr. Brown. I did not say that the following day. 

Mr. Kennepy. I say that the record shows that. 

Mr. Brown. I am sorry, sir. I thought you were asking me ques- 
tions. I did not know you were summarizing the case. 

Mr. Kennepy. I am summarizing what the facts are in the case 
and fitting in yourtestimony as you have testified here under oath. 
T would like to s: ay it just does not make any sense, Mr. Brown—abso- 
lutely no sense. 

Your part in this situation makes absolutely no sense at all. You 
went into the office with Mr. Boling; there was no discussion at all. 
You got the $1,000 from someone you had never known, had never 
met, $1,000 in cash. You had never done anything like this before; 
you had never raised that much money in the campaigns before and 
you were a special prosecutor in the Galloway case. 

Mr. Brown. Mr. Chairman, may I have the opportunity, sir, of 
speaking just a word at this time ? 

The CyHatrmMan. Yes; you may speak a word. You have some 
awfully peculiar circumstances here and as a lawyer you agree. 

Mr. Brown. Yes, sir: I certainly do that, sir. But I don’t agree 
with all the insinuations that Mr. Kennedy has—— 

The Crarrman. That is right. You are denying that you knew 
anything about it. 

Mr. Brown. That is right: yes, sir. 

The Crarrman. And all of these other circumstances point to the 
fact that you did know about it. 

Mr. Brown. I do not think they point to the fact that I knew 
about it. Somebody must have known about it, I will say that; but, 
certainly for my part, I was an innocent carrier to say the least, and 
if anything was arranged such as that, it was unbeknown to me. 

As I have stated, I have nothing to hide in this thing. I will be 
glad to tell anything I know. 

The Cramman. We have a very serious conflict between you and 
Sam Jones. 

Mr. Brown. Well, sir, on the point that Mr. Kennedy has brought 
out; yes, sir, there is a conflict. That is just like four people seeing 
an accident and 4 years later trying to describe it. 
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The CuarrmMan. But you had never been introduced formally to 
Mr. Jones before that and yet he comes up here and has known the 
judge for years and years and has $1,000 to give to the judge’s 
campaign. 

It all happened right there in the courthouse. The judge was in 
his office up there; was he not? 

Mr. Brown. Right straight in, at the end of the corridor. That 
part is strange, but it strikes me that it would also be strange that a 
total stranger would walk up to another fellow and say, “Here is 
$1,000. Will you intercede in a case for me?” 

The CuarrMan. It did not happen that way. You had been talking 

Boling about the case. 

Mr. Brown. But I never talked to Sam Jones about it. 

The CuHarrmMan. When Boling went over there, according to Sam 
Jones, as I remember his testimony, you went over there to Sam 
Jones then, and you said to Sam Jones, “I understand you have $1,000 
you want to give to the governor’s campaign,” and Jones says he 
turned around and looked at Boling and Boling said, “Give him the 
money,” and he says he would not have given it for a campaign 
purpose unless he thought he was going to get the case fixed because 
that is what he had the money for. 

Mr. Brown. I guess he might have thought he was going to get a 
case fixed. 

The Cuarrman. As one lawyer to another, you know people have 
been convicted and sent to the penitentiary on less strong evidence; 
do you not? 

Mr. Brown. I imagine they have; yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Is that all? 

Mr. Kennepy. That is all. 

The CHarrMan. Call the next witness. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Duffy made an examination of the files of the 
State House and I would like to ask whether the judge declared this 
$1,000 as a campaign contribution. 

Mr. Durry. The answer is that Judge Schoolfield did not file an 
expense sheet showing contributions or expenses for his campaign for 
governor in the State of Tennessee in the Democratic primary in 1954. 

Mr. Kennepy. Is that required under law? 

Mr. Durry. That is required under law. The law is set forth in sec- 
tion 2-2101, volume II, the Tennessee Code, under “Expenses in Elec- 
tions.” It provides: 

All candidates for election to State offices shall file returns to the secretary of 
state’s office. 

It is a misdemeanor offense, with 30 days to 1 year and/or $100 to 
$500 fine. Mr. Schoolfield, when I talked to him, admitted that he 
did not file this return with the State office in Nashville relating to the 
1954 campaign. 

The Cnarrman. He accounted for no money ¢ 

Mr. Durry. That is correct. 

The CuarrmMan. Therefore, this $1,000 was not accounted for in that 
fashion ? 

Mr. Durry. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. The next witness is Mr. H. L. Boling, Mr. Chairman. 
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The Cuatrman. Come forward, Mr. Boling. 

You do solemnly swear that the evidence you shall give before this 
Senate select committee shall be the truth, the whole truth, and 
nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Bouine. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF H. L. BOLING, ACCOMPANIED BY HIS COUNSEL, 
L. N. D. WELLS, JR. 


The Cuarrman. State your name, your place of residence, and your 
business or occupation. 

Mr. Boring. My name is H. L. Boling, secretary-treasurer of local 
515. My address is North Chattanooga—Route 5, Pineyville Road. 

The CHatrMan. You have counsel present with you. 

Counsel, identify yourself for the record. 

Mr. Weuts. L. N. D. Wells, Jr., 1610 National Bankers Life Build- 
ing, Dallas, Tex. 

The Cuatrrman. Mr. Kennedy, proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Boling, you are a secretary-treasurer of local 
515 of the teamsters local in Chattanooga, Tenn. 4 

Mr. Boxing. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to be a 
witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. You have been in that local for how long? 

Mr. Bouine. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to be a 
witness against myself. 

The Cuamman. Do you realize that if all members of the union, 
particularly all high officials of the union, took the same position you 
folks are taking “he ‘re, you would disgrace the union movement 
throughout the country? Have you no sense of responsibility to 
unionism whatsoever ? 

Mr. Bourne. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be a 
witness against myself. 

The Cuarrman. All right, proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, the chief matter that we wish to 
discuss with Mr. Boling is the fact that he was indicted in April of 
1951 in Chattanooga, Tenn., for arson, for dynamiting, for beatings, 
for throwing rocks through windows; that subsequently, on July 8, 
1951, he bragged to one of the investigators on the case that the case 
had been fixed by a payment of $18,500. 

Did you have that conversation, Mr. Boling ? 

Mr. Bourne. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, the records show that the $18,500 was 
taken out of local 515 of the teamsters in Chattanooga. I would like 
to ask Mr. Boling what was done with that money. 

Mr. Botte. I claim my constitutional rights not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

The Cuatmrman. Would you be a witness against yourself if you 
testified to the truth ? 

Mr. Bottne. May I speak to my attorney, please ? 

The CuarrMan. Yes. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 
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Mr. Bottna. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

The Carman. Ask your questions. I think it is just as well to 
have two of these cases. I will order him to answer the questions. 
Proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. The record shows that he also told the Internal 
Revenue Department that the $18,500 was withdrawn for the purpose 
of fixing this case. 

Is that correct, Mr. Boling? 

Mr. Bourne. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. And that he wanted at that time to have the in- 
dictments quashed. 

Is that right, Mr. Boling? 

Mr. Bourne. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself, 

The Cuatrman. Let me ask you, Mr. Boling: Do you know where 
that union money went, the $18,500 

Mr. Bottna. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

The Cuamrman. Do you honestly believe and do you state under 
oath that you honestly believe that if you answered that question, that 
a truthful answer thereto might tend to incriminate you? 

Mr. Boxing. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

The Cuatrrman. With the permission of the committee, the Chair 
orders and directs you to answer the last question I asked you. 

Mr. Borie. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

The Cuaiman. Do you honestly believe that if you told the truth 
about who received that money, what it was actually used for, that 
a truthful answer to that question might tend to incriminate you? 

Mr. Bourne. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

The CHarrMan. With the permission of the committee, the Chair 
orders and directs you to answer that question. 

Mr. Boring. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

The CuHatrmMan. Do you feel any sense of obligation and responsi- 
bility to the unon members who paid that money into the union 
treasury ? 

Mr. Bourna. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

The Cuarrman. Do you honestly believe that if you answered that 
question truthfully, that a truthful answer thereto might tend to 
incriminate you ? 

Mr. Bourne. May I speak to my attorney ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Bourne. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to 
be a witness against myself. 

The Cuarrman. The Chair, with permission of the committee, 
orders and directs you to answer the question. 
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Mr. Boxtne. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 
The Cxuamrman. The Chair just wishes to observe again, as I did 
I believe on yesterday, that this taking of the fifth amendment capri- 
ciously, without being willing to state under oath that the witness 
honestly believes that if he gave a truthful answer, the truth might 
tend to incriminate him, is something that if it is condoned, if the 
practice is continued and condoned, and the courts sustain the posi- 
tion of the witness that they do not have to state at least that they 
are honest and sincere in believing that a truthful answer might 
tend to incriminate them, is something that is vital to the preservation 
of law and order in this country. If that is what the fifth amend- 
ment to the Constitution means today under the highest court of the 
land’s interpretation, then the people of this country who believe in 
law and order have got to give some consideration, and I mean serious 
consideration, to the question of modifying the fifth amendment to 
the Constitution. Otherwise, this country could become a jungle 
so far as civilization is concerned, racketeers, gangsters, thieves, thugs, 
crooks taking over this country. You couldn’t do anything about 
it through law and order. We would all have to resort to the bullet 
and to the dynamite and to the knives that cut tires. We would all 
be forced to take that measure of defense for our own lives and for 
the protection of our property and our loved ones. 
I would like for you to think about it and see if you want to be 
in that kind of a group. 
Go ahead. 
I just want the record to show what the Chair thinks of it, at 
least. 
Senator Curtis. Mr. Boling, how old are you ? 
Mr. Bottne. May Tconsult 1 my attorney, please ? 
Senator Curtis. Yes. 
(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 
Mr. Bortne. Forty-six. 
Senator Curtis. Where were you born ? 
Mr. Bottne. May I consult my attorney ? 
Senator Curtis. All right. 
The CHarrman. Was he there when you were born? 
Yes, go ahead. 
(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 
Mr. Borinc. Hamilton County, sir. 
Senator Curtis. What State ? 
Mr. Bortrne. May I consult my attorney ¢ 
The Cuamman. Yes, consult your attorney. Find out what State. 
(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 
Mr. Botine. The State of Tennessee, sir. 
Senator Curtis. What schools did you attend ? 
Mr. Borrne. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 
The Cratrman. Do you honestly believe that if you answered that 
question truthfully and stated under oath what schools you attended, 
that a truthful answer thereto might tend to incriminate you? 
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Mr. Bourne. May I consult my attorney, please / 

The CuarrMan. Yes. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Botine. I went to school at Red Bank, Tenn. 

Senator Curtis. Was Mr. James Spence Galloway in school there 
when you were ¢ 

Mr. Botine. May I consult my attorney, please / 

Senator Curtis. All right. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Borne. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Senator Curtis. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHairmMan. Proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. You wouldn’t tell where the $18,500 went, Mr. 
Boling / 

Mr. Bourne. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. According to the conversations you had with two 
separate individuals, the $18,500 was being paid in order to quash 
the indictments ¢ 

Mr. Bowing. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Judge Schoolfield quashed these indictments; isn’t 
that correct / 

Mr. Botina. May I consult my attorney, please ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Bouine. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you wish to leave the implication that Judge 
Schoolfield received part or any of this $18,500 4 

Mr. Bourne. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then there was another $1,500, a check to cash, on 
March 17, 1952. Can you tell us what happened to that $1,500? 

Mr. Bontne. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was any or all of this money used in connection 
with the case in which you were then under indictment ? 

Mr. Botrna. I claim my eonstitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness agamst myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then in 1954 we had this situation where $1,000 was 
paid by J. Spence Galloway to Mr. Sam Jones for the purpose of 
fixing the case. Do you know anything about J. Spence Galloway's 
case ¢ 

Mr. Borinc. May I speak to my attorney, please ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Bourne. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. According to Mr. Galloway, he gave the $1,000 to 
Sam Jones, and Sam Jones, after a conversation with you, gave the 
money toa Mr. Harold Brown. Isthat correct ? 

Mr. Bourne. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Did you havea conversation with Mr. Brown regard- 
ing $1,000 ? 

Mr. Botrne. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. And that you knew that the $1,000 was for the pur- 
pose, according to Mr. Jones’ testimony, you knew that the $1,000 was 
for the purpose of fixing this case, that you gave the approval of 
giving the $1,000 by Mr. Jones, you gave your approval of Mr. Jones 
giving this money to Mr. Brown. Is that right ? 

Mr. Botte. I claim my constitutional right not to be a witness 
against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. And Mr. Brown then went into Mr. Schoolfield’s 
office with the $1,000 in cash ? 

Mr. Bourne. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. The $1,000 was then turned over to Mr. Schoolfield ; 
is that correct ? 

Mr. Boing. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. And the following day the judge reversed his former 
decision and granted a new trial; isn’t that correct ? 

Mr. Bourne. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Would you tell the committee what conversations 
you had with Judge Schoolfield regarding that ? 

Mr. Bortne. I claim my constitutional right not to be forced to be 
a witness against myself. 

The Cuarrman. Are there any other questions, Senator Curtis ? 

Senator Curtis. No, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is all of this witness. 

The Cuarrman. I think it is useless to pursue the interrogation 
further. I would like, if there is any way to do it, to clear this mat- 
ter up for once and for all. We have tried to get those of you who 
know, we have given you the opportunity to come here and tell how 
you used these working men’s money. You take the fifth amend- 
ment. At least you will agree, will you not, that we have been fair 
to you and have given you an opportunity to explain it. You would 
agree with that statement, wouldn’t you? 

Mr. Borne. Can I consult my attorney, please ? 

The Cuarmman. Yes. Ask him. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Bouinea. I have appeared and you have followed the rules, sir. 

The Cuamman. Thank you very much. 

All right, stand aside for the present. 

As the Chair stated yesterday, we had sent Judge Schoolfield a 
telegram, inviting him to be present. Counsel, have you heard from 
Judge Schoolfield since yesterday ? 

Mr. Kennepy. I talked to him the night before last, Mr. Chair- 
man, the last time I talked to him, and he indicated at that time 
that he was not going to attend the heari ing. I explained once again 
that we had this derogatory information that we were going to de- 
velop, and he said that he did not intend to come. 

The CHarrman. Someone asked me the question about subpena 
powers. I could probably look into this. But bear this in mind: 
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Judge Schoolfield is not identified either with labor or management. 
This committee is very interested in how labor union money is ex- 
pended, and especially are we interested when it is expended for the 
purpose of keeping people indicted for crime out of the penitentiary. 

I have a prepared statement I shall read for the record. I may 
make some other comment. 

At the outset of these hearings, I announced that we were going 
to look into certain aspects of organized goon violence in the State of 
Tennessee, and in other States in that vicinity. Although fully pre- 
pared for some of the more serious aspects of the case, I do not think 
even the committee was prepared for the shocking pattern of vicious- 
ness, lawlessness, and disregard for the laws of the land to which the 
many witnesses have testified here. 

The hearings just completed, in my opinion, reveal a pattern of 
wanton disregard of the law to a degree never before revealed to 
this committee. 

I would like to break our findings down into a number of cate- 
gories: 

(1) Acts of violence, such as dynamitings, shootings, brutal beat- 
ings, and sabotage were practiced with such impunity that there is 
certainly justification for the conclusion that certain teamster offi- 
cials in Tennessee felt they were above the law and feared no vigilant 
efforts on the part of law enforcement officials to apprehend and 
prosecute them for the crimes they committed. 

(2) The teamsters union in Tennessee repeatedly refused to submit 
to the orderly processes of the National Labor Relations Board and 
allow elections to be held to determine union representation. In case 
after case, testimony before the committee showed the teamsters at- 
tempting to force contracts down the throats of employers regardless 
of whether or not the employees involved had manifested a willing- 
ness to join the union. 

(3) Certain top officials of the teamsters union, particularly James 
R. Hoffa and Dusty Miller, were fully aware of their responsibilities 
in the area, and were fully aware, or should have been, of the char- 
acter of the violence going on in Tennessee. They not only took no 
action against the perpetrators of this violence, but, in the case of the 
brutal assault on Frank J. Allen, an employee of the Terminal Trans- 
port Co. in Nashville, Tenn., they actually intervened with Allen’s 
employer to get charges quashed against W. A. Smith, who has now 
been exposed by the evidence before this committee as the most vicious 
type of criminal thug or goon. , 

(4) Testimony before this committee gives support to the serious 
charge that certain law-enforcement officials of the State of Tennessee, 
particularly in the Nashville area, were lax in their investigation and 
prosecution of crimes involving labor violence. In addition, a repre- 
sentative of the Knoxville Police Department, who came to Washing- 
ton at his own request to testify, had to admit that lack of followup 
in the investigation of the dynamiting of the Powers Grocery Store 
in Knoxville, Tenn., was “very peculiar.” 

We had another witness here this afternoon who conceded that some 
of these things were rather peculiar. 

(5) The callous attitude of the teamsters’ union toward gangsters, 
racketeers, and hoodlums has been graphically illustrated during the 
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current hearings. ‘Take, for example, the case of the two Smiths who 
appeared before this committee—W. A. Smith and Glenn W. Smith. 

W. A. Smith has an incredible record of 17 arrests and 12 convic- 
tions. Despite this fact, he is made the business agent of a teamster 
local in Tennessee, a position of far more importance than the title 
indicates. Testimony before this committee has directly inked him 
to 4 dynamitings, 3 shootings, and a number of beatings, yet this type 
of man with this kind of record is permitted to remain on his job as 
a union official. 

Glenn W. Smith has served two penitentiary sentences for robbery 
and burglary, yet he was made the business agent of a teamster local 
in Paducah, Ky. While there, he was convicted of assault and battery 
and indicted twice for malicious destruction of personal property, 
eases which have not yet been resolved. This apparently qualifies 
Smith for advancement. He goes to Chattanooga, Tenn., where he 
becomes secretary-treasurer of a larger teamster local. There he is 
indicted on a conspiracy charge, inc luding the slashing of truck tires, 
dynamitings, assault, and arson. With these admirable qualifica- 
tions the international sends him back to Paducah, Ky., and places 
him in charge of his old local which has by then been put in trustee- 
ship. 

Smith is unwillingly extradited back to Tennessee, where the con- 
spiracy charge against him is dismissed by Judge Raulston School- 
field shortly ‘after a fellow-defend: ant, Chattanooga teamster official, 
H. lL. Boling, has boasted that the case has been fixed by a payoff of 
$18,500. This matter neatly disposed of, Smith is sent to Florida as 
an international organizer where, according to testimony before this 
committee, he is involved in a dynamiting and arson case. This seems 
to qualify him for even higher trust. and rhe returns to Chatt: inooga as 
president of local 515. In “the period he hold this office he is linked by 
testimony before this committee to dynamitings in Knoxville, Tenn., 
and dynamitings and arson in Jackson, Miss., and other areas in the 
South. 

These expressions of character by Smith qualified him for the top 
job in the teamsters union in the State of Tennessee, the presidency 
of joint council No. 87, the position he holds today. 

This is one of the most shocking situations with respect to the 
administration of union affairs which has ever been brought to the 
attention of this committee—that a man with such a record and such 
a continuing association with acts of violence can be repeatedly pro- 
moted within the hierarchy of the teamsters union—is a striking ex- 
ample of the callous disregard of the responsible officials of the Inter- 
national Brotherhood of Teamsters for the members of the union. 

Certainly, no more concrete proof is needed that the hierarchy of 
the teamsters union is gangster- and hoodlum-ridden and domi- 
nated, and has developed a complete insensibility to the presence of 
racketeers and hoodlums in its ranks. 

I want to express my hope that the Justice Department will deal 
swiftly and effectively with the perjury that has been committed dur- 
ing this hearing. The testimony of the three persons who identified 
Mr. Ralph Vaughn as having been their assailant is diametrically 
opposed and contradictory to the testimony of Mr. Vaughn that he 
participated in no such assaults. 
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The record of the transcript involving this issue between the wit- 
nesses I have just named will be referred to the Justice Department 
promptly. 

There has been testimony before this committee, which, unex- 
plained, reflects on the official acts of a Tennessee jurist, Judge Raul- 
ston Schoolfield of Chattanooga. Judge Schoolfield was advised be- 
fore the start of our hearings that certain information of a deroga- 
tory nature would be offered before this committee. 

He was invited to be here to testify. He has not availed himself of 
this opportunity and has not advised the committee that he desires to 
appear later. On the basis of Judge Schoolfield’s having declined to 
come to Washington and testify, we must reluctantly let the record 
with its obvious implication speak for itself. 

I may say before I proceed that there is other testimony before this 
committee, other facts and information before this committee in con- 
nection with the official acts of Judge Schoolfield that the committee 
has not heard in open session because the Chair, from the information 
the Chair has about it, feels it is not related—as I pointed out earlier— 
to labor-management relations. 

But the facts, the documents and information we have will be 
retained for such future use as the committee may desire be made 
with it. 

The committee takes this opportunity to commend the many good 
citizens of Tennessee and there were many who were involved, who 
cooperated in this investigation. In no previous investigation by this 
committee have we had the high type of citizen cooperation that we 
have had in this particular inquiry into matters in Tennessee. 

I would say that whatever reflections may grow from this testimony, 
I would not think they should overflow to the good citizenship of 
Tennessee because I am confident that from here on, they are going 
to be a little more alert, and I am hopeful that some law enforce- 
ment officers down there will be a little more vigilant than the evidence 
indicates they have been in the past. 

The public spiritedness of these many fine people who have come 
here and testified—despite loss of time and possibilities of retalia- 
tions—has been of great assistance to this committee. 

It is not easy to conduct these investigations. You can observe from 
testimony from time to time as it is revealed here in open hearings 
how hard the staff has to work to get the information and get people 
to testify to the truth as they know it to be. 

When witnesses come here, I can understand their reluctance some- 
times. I can appreciate if you and I had to suffer some of the beatings 
that some of these people have, we probably, too, would think twice. 
But the fact that they do come, that we get a few of them to come, 
and when we get the information that is unfolding a picture, it is not 
pretty to contemplate. 

As these hearings come to a close, I would like to express my appre- 
ciation and I am sure the appreciation of every member of the com- 
mittee for the cooperation extended to us by the staff of the Internal 
Revenue Service in Nashville and Chattanooga, Tenn., and also to 
Mr. Burnett of the General Accounting Office in Atlanta, Ga., for 
his help. 
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The success of this case would not have been possible without the 
diligent efforts of the members of our staff. Some of them are Mr. 
LaVern J. Duffy, Mr. James McShane, and Mr. Ralph W. Mills and, 
of course, the counsel of the committee and his assistants who worked 
to arrange these facts so they could be presented in a way that the 
picture is plain and understandable when testimony is taken. 

So I am grateful to all of the staff and to all of those who have 
cooperated. I know I express the sentiments of every member of the 
committee. This committee has a tough job. It has a tremendous 
assignment. I hope we are making progress. 

I hope that as a result of these hearings the great objective of this, 
getting facts upon which the Congress can legislate to remedy these 
conditions, I hope we are making substantial progress, too, in that 
direction. 

Senator Curtis, have you any comment? 

Senator Curtis. Not at this time, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. The Chair has received from Congressman J. Carl- 
ton Loser an affidavit which requests it be inserted in the record. 

What was his position down there at the time? 

Mr. Kennepy. District attorney. 

The Cuatrman. He was district attorney at the time these in- 
dictments 

Mr. Kennepy. That was in the Nashville area in connection with 
some of the violence that we went into. 

The Cuatrman. Some of the violence in the Nashville area. I have 
not read the affidavit. Counsel, have you read it ? 

Mr. Kennepy. I have looked it over. 

The Cuatrman. Is there anything in there that does not pertain to 
the testimony developed here ? ° 

Mr. Kennepy. I think there are problems in some of the statements, 
but there would be no objection to putting it in, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. I will make this announcement. The Chair, after 
members of the committee and I have had the opportunity to read it— 
I have not had the opportunity to read it—if we find that it conforms 
to the rules of the committee, will insert it in the record at this point. 

(The affidavit is as follows :) 





NASHVILLE, TENN., December 16, 1957. 
In re Teamsters Union Operations in Tennessee. 


Hon. JoHN L. McCLELLAN, 
Chairman, Senate Rackets Committee, Washington, D.C. 


My Dear Senator MCCLELLAN: I have read with considerable interest in Nash- 
ville, Tenn., and Washington newspapers reports of the hearings held by your 
committee in the above-captioned matter. 

Since I was the district attorney at Nashville, Tenn. (Davidson County) dur- 
ing the p.riod of time covered in the hearings, and since there was some adverse 
reaction in the community as a result of the disclosures, I felt that you and your 
committee would be agreeable to my filing a statement in this manner for placing 
in the record at the point where you concluded the other day. 

My sole purpose in making this request is to clear up several erroneous state- 
ments which now appear in the record related to me in the performance of my 
duty as such district attorney general. Let me assure you and the other distin- 
guished Members of the United States Senate sitting on this special committee 
that I heartily applaud the work done by you gentlemen. 

Tennessee is a common-law State, and the common law of England obtaining 
at the time of the adopting of our constitution (1796) is the law of crimes in 
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Tennessee, except as the same may have been altered, varied, modified, or 
changed by statute, 

No person can be successfully prosecuted under our law except after present- 
ment or indictment before a grand jury. All persons are presumed to be inno- 
cent until proven guilty beyond a reasonable doubt, and that presumption 
stands as a witness for the accused until overturned by competent and credible 
evidence. Further, the accused cannot be required to testify in his own defense, 
nor can he be compelled to give evidence against himself. No prosecuting official 
in Tennessee can refer, directly or indirectly, in the argument of a criminal case, 
to the failure of the accused to testify in his own behalf. 

Criminal prosecutions in this State may be started by State’s warrant (affi- 
davit), setting forth the facts under oath, alleging the time and place of the 
commission of the crime. Such a criminal charge is preferred before a com- 
mitting magistrate or inferior court. In this county (Davidson) the committing 
magistrate and judicial officer issuing such a warrant is a judge of the court 
of general sessions and such judges sit 24 hours each day and 7 days a week at 
the courthouse at the county seat (Nashville). 

The only way that a district attorney, under the law in Tennessee, could have 
official information about a criminal charge in his district would be after a 
judge of a court of general sessions had arraigned the accused after arrest on 
a State’s warrant, had found probable cause to. believe the accused guilty and 
had held him to await the action of the grand jury. In this situation this 
information would be made known to the district attorney by the warrant here- 
inbefore referred to being forwarded him for presentation to the grand jury. 
All State’s warrants are executed by the high sheriff of the county or other 
lawful officer and the sheriff in this county has several hundred deputies, he 
being the chief law-enforcement officer of the county under the constitution and 
the statutes. 

There is another method by which a criminal prosecution may be instituted 
in this county, to wit, through the city court. Under the charter of the city of 
Nashville there is created the position of city judge who hears and determines 
cases that are violations of the city’s laws and ordinances. Thesé cases are in 
nowise State violations. However, the city judge, by law, is likewise a com- 
mitting magistrate in State offenses, and when the violation of the municipal 
ordinance is likewise a violation of State law, he may, at his discretion, bind 
the accused over to await the action of the grund jury. In this situation the 
district attorney receives official notice of the offense only in cases in which the 
committing magistrate (city judge) binds the accused over to await the action 
of the grand jury. 

So it will appear that the district attorney has official notice of such crimes as 
may have been committed in the community as come to him from the court of 
general sessions or the judge of the city court. This is not to indicate that the 
district attorney is limited in action to these cases as aforesaid. 

During my tenure of office, more than 27 years, I presented to grand juries 
and tried thousands of cases that I investigated on my own knowledge and 
information that did not come either through the city court or the court of 
general sessions. I only refer to this situation to advise that officially district 
attorneys are primarily prosecuting officers and not a police agency. In the 
city of Nashville we have some 300 police officers who are primarily State 
officers and charged with the enforcement of State as well as city laws. 

District attorneys in the rural sections of the State prosecute in dozens of 
counties and have no investigative officers whatsoever and must rely wholly 
and alone upon deputy sheriffs and constables for law enforcement. 

In my district I had two investigators whose duty it was to investigate homi- 
cides, suicides, drownings, and major felonies 24 hours in every day. 

I only refer to these matters in order to show you that it is wholly impossible 
for a district attorney, in a populous area (400,000 population) to know every 
time somebody is assaulted or “his toes are stepped on’ unless the injured 
person feels sufficiently outraged to avail himself of the provisions of the law 
made for that purpose. 

May I not refer specifically to several incidents referred to in the testimony that 
were used by the newspapers that indicated that I may have been derelict in my 
duty : 

1. W. A. Smith, business agent of the teamsters union at Nashville, was 
arrested by a police officer by the name of Bridges, charged with the pos- 
session of explosives. Bridges stated before the committee that he turned 
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the dynamite over to me and nothing was done about it, and I believe there 
was some reference to this testimony as being “incredible.” 

At the time of Smith’s arrest there was no statute in Tennessee making the bare 
possession of dynamite a criminal offense. We sometimes carelessly say that 
certain conduct is a crime, yet unless it is a crime under common law or made so 
by statute, howsoever incredible or revolting it may be, it cannot form the basis 
of a criminal prosecution as you gentlemen well know. 

At the time this occurred there was a statute on our books making it unlawful 
to “possess dynamite for burglarious purposes.’ This statute did not define 
burglary, and therefore we were driven to the definition of burglary under the 
common law, to wit, “this breaking and entering the dwelling house of another 
in the night time, with the intent to commit a felony therein.” We presumed 
then, and we know now, that Smith possessed the dynamite for the purpose of 
intimidating business people with whom he was trying to negotiate contracts for 
his union, by dynamiting their establishments, but of course we could not prove 
it then, and cant’ prove it now, by clear and competent proof in a court of record. 
Therefore, no prosecution was instituted against Smith for the possession of 
dynamite. Since that time and as a result of the Smith incident, the Legislature 
of Tennessee has enacted the law making it a felony to possess dynamite for any 
purpose without a permit from the State fire marshal. 

2. A man by the name of Rasmussen, division manager for the Beatrice 
Food Co., testified before the committee that he was assaulted by W. A. Smith 
and two others and that the case was turned over to me as the district 
attorney and that I did nothing about it. He further testified that trucks 
of this company were damaged by sirup being placed in the gasoline tanks 
that he advised me of this matter and nothing was done with reference to 
the same. 

Rasmussen did not advise me of the assault on him, nor the damage to the 
trucks, and neither did the regional manager, Mr. Neubauer. 

In the middle of the year 1953 the food company was experiencing terrific 
losses of ice cream and other products handled by it. Its employees, supporters 
and members of the teamsters union, were stealing large quantities of its products 
almost daily. During the progress of these thefts by employees a jurisdictional 
row was on with the American Federation of Labor Teamsters Union vying with 
the CIO as to who should represent these employees in negotiations for an agree- 
ment. The food company employed the Leslie Bureau of Investigation in an 
effort to catch the thieves. While the agency was working on the thieves Smith 
and two other people, in pursuance of the negotiations on behalf of teamsters 
union, called on Rasmussen and it ended in a row and an assault. The inves- 
tigative agency, while investigating the thefts, learned who assaulted Ras- 
mussen. The police were called and these men were arrested for violating a city 
ordinance. They made a $50 cash bond for their appearance in the city court 
for trial at a future date. I believe this occurred in May of 1953. Before the 
city court case was called for trial. Rasmussen, on the one hand and Smith 
and his associates on the other, discussed the matter and entered into an agree- 
ment that the teamsters union would withdraw from the jurisdictional row and let 
the CIO represent the food company employees if Rasmussen would not pros- 
ecute Smith and his associates in the city court. As a result, nobody appeared 
in the city court; the $50 bond was forfeited and the case, of course, did not come 
to the criminal court. I knew nothing about this until the middle of August 
when the investigative agency sent me a copy of a letter it had written the food 
company manager in which it appeared that the food company had collected 
several thousand doiiars from a bonding company on account of the thefts of the 
employees and had taken promissory notes from the employees for their thefts. 
In the copy of the letter that I received in August 1953, there were several state- 
ments with reference to the trucks that had been damaged by sirup in the 
gasoline tanks. There was an affidavit by a man named Shelton, an employee of 
the food company, who stated that he helped sirup his truck in this judicial cir- 
cuit. There was evidence that Shelton had been receiving stolen merchandise 
from the company, and, of course, he was an accomplice in this siruping project. 

I asked Mr. Lee Enoch, the head of the investigative agency, why a prosecu- 
tion had not been instituted in the criminal court for the assault as well as the 
damage to the trucks, at the time it occurred, and he advised me that Mr. Neu- 
bauer and Mr. Rasmussen had agreed that they would withhold any prosecution 
because they had their labor matters settled and in the words of Mr. Neubauer 
he wanted to “let sleeping dogs lie.” Had they desired to prosecute for damages 
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to the trucks, it would have failed because the only testimony to prove the 
case was from a man charged with thefts who was likewise an accomplice. The 
siruping of Shelton’s truck occurred in this judicial circuit and was the only 
siruping of the food company’s vehicles that did occur here. They were unable 
to tell where the others occurred except one in an adjoining judicial circuit. 
The food company compounded the larceny cases by settling the matter out 
of court and agreeing not to prosecute. No part of the information next herein- 
above came to me until months after it had occurred and settlements effected. 
All of the aforesaid information came to me from Mr. Lee Enoch, head of the 
Leslie Bureau of Investigation, and no part of it came from Rasmussen or 
Neubauer. The assault case and the sirup cases grew out of the efforts to 
catch thieves that plagued his place, and was a mere incident to the employment 
of the investigative bureau for the ferreting out of the thieves. All of the testi- 
mony before your committee relative to damage of trucks of the food company 
came from alleged thieves or accomplices, and there is no corroborative evidence. 
In just about all of our States no person can be convicted on the unsupported 
testimony of an accomplice. I express no opinion on damage to the company’s 
trucks by sirup in other counties. Of course, my jurisdiction was limited to 
this county, and our constitution and statutes require that a person charged with 
crime must be tried in the county where the crime is committed. 

3. William E. Wehby filed with the committee an affidavit to the effect 
that his lawyer, now deceased, told him (Wehby) that he talked with me 
about an assault case against a man by the name of Canaday and that I 
discouraged the prosecution. 

This is wholly false. I never talked with Mr. Wehby’s lawyer about the case. 
I knew then that Canaday was a thug and it would have been silly and ridiculous 
for me to have advised Wehby’s lawyer that Canaday was a man of good repute, 
ete. The affidavit is an innovation in the law, it seems to me, since it is an 
affidavit to hearsay evidence that would not be accepted anywhere in a judicial 
proceeding. However, since the hearing I talked to Mr. Jack Wehby, the father 
of William, and he advised me that Stokes told him that the labor people were 
worrying him (Stokes) about the matter and that he hoped that the case would 
be withdrawn. I did not call Jack Wehby; he called me and volunteered this 
information. 

I would have been happy to have advised the investigators for your com- 
mittee of this and other matters brought out at the hearing had they seen fit 
to make an inquiry of me. I have never seen them and therefore have discussed 
no part of this matter with them. 

4. A detective from Knoxville, Tenn., testified that he felt like the dis- 
trict attorney had called me over the telephone and asked that I arrange 
for a conference for W. A. Smith at Nashville for Knoxville authorities. 

This is untrue. I had no such conversation with anyone. The inference 
from this statement is that I was coddling Smith in that I did not arrange for 
the conference. Such a statement is puerile. Of course, such a course would 
have been futile. Smith relied upon the fifth amendment 102 times before your 
committee and I do not imagine that he would have told this detective anything 
had such a conference been arranged. I had interrogated him on more than one 
occasion and his responses to me were the same as they were to your committee. 
Ever so often police officers and deputy sheriffs, in an effort to explain inaction, 
advance some false reason for a failure to do their duty. It would have afforded 
me genuine pleasure to have picked up Smith and brought him to my office for 
the district attorney at Knoxville or any of his representatives. The occurrence 
referred to just did not happen. 

5. Sam J. Peters testified before the committee and gave some evidence 
of law violations in this area and throughout the State. He admitted his 
guilt in the damage to two barber shops. 

Sam J. Peters was prosecuted along with Canaday in these barbershop cases 
and was sentenced to 4 months in the workhouse. Both of them served their 
full time and both of them when interrogated in these cases at my office relied 
upon the advice of counsel not to give a statement; in other words, the fifth 
amendment. The barbershop incidents came to my attention, as I now recall, 
other than by State’s warrant. Some young men had witnessed the damage 
to these barbershops and had called it to the attention of two deputy sheriffs. 
The officers accosted Canaday and Peters shortly after the incident and released 
them without even searching their vehicle. Had they done their full duty at 
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that moment they undoubtedly would have found much incriminating evidence 
on Peters and Canaday since they were using Smith’s car. I picked up this case, 
indicted them, and tried it with the aforesaid results. Both Peters and Canaday 
were members of the teamsters union. 
6. A man by the name of Bruce was slugged in this county by a man by 
the name of Ellis, according to testimony before your committee. 

Canaday, Richards, and a man by the name of Gilley were indicted by me 
in the Bruce slugging. Canaday and Richards were convicted and Gilley was 
found not guilty. It now develops that the jury was correct in dismissing the 
case against Gilley because it was developed before your committee that a man 
by the name of Ellis was involved in the slugging of Bruce. Canaday and 
Richards were convicted in this case and for punishment were sentenced to 11 
months and 29 days in the workhouse. This sentence is now pending on appeal 
in the Supreme Court of Tennessee. Both are members of the teamsters union, 
and both relied upon the self-crimination provision of the Constitution when 
interrogated. 

In Tennessee we have a constitutional provision against self-incrimination 
and to subpena any of these goons and hoodlums for their appearance before the 
grand jury to testify about matters of which they have knowledge would result 
in their being granted immunity from prosecution, therefore it would not be 
advisable to call any of these men for appearance before the grand jury in 
Tennessee. Such a course was suggested by someone on your committee. 

However, I do not believe grand-jury appearance of any of these men would 
be any more effective than it was before your committee, since these principal 
offenders in Tennessee all relied upon the fifth amendment dozens and dozens 
of times before the Senate committee. I am sure that the result would have been 
the same before a grand jury in this State. 

I have attempted to record herein the facts about the several matters re- 
ferred to, according to my best recollection and hope that the committee will do 
me the courtesy of making this letter a part of the record of your hearing. 

I am attaching hereto a certificate in which I make oath that the matters and 
things referred to herein of my own knowledge are true, and that those matters 
upon information and belief I verily believe to be true. 

Respectfully yours, 
J. CartTon LOSER. 


STATE OF TENNESSEE, 
Davidson County: 

Personally appeared before me, P. W. Cox, a notary public for and in the 
aforesaid State and county, J. Carlton Loser, who makes oath that the matters 
and things hereinbefore referred to as of his own knowledge are true, and those 
matters and things made upon information and belief he verily believes to be 
true. 

J. CARLTON LOSER. 

Sworn to and subscribed before me this 17th day of December 1957. 

[SEAL] P. W. Cox, Notary Public. 


My commission expires January 26, 1959. 


The Cuarrman. Is there anything further? 

If not, the committee stands in recess. 

(Whereupon, at 4: 32 p. m., the hearing in the above-entitled matter 
was recessed, subject to call of the Chair. ) 

(Members of the select committee present at the taking of the recess 
were Senators McClellan and Curtis.) 
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Exuisit No. 10 
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